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Praife -GOD, I was Born in ſuch a Time, as in the Time of 

the Light of the Goſpel; to ſuch a Place, as to be King 
of ſuch à Kirk, the Sincereſt Kirk of the World. The Kirk of 
Geneva keep Pacſh and Jule, what have they for them? they 
have no inſtitution. As for our Neighbour Kirk in England, their 

* Service is an ill fad MASS E, in Engliſh, they want nothing of 
the Maſſe, but the LIF IIN GS. I Charge You, my good People, 


Miniſters, Doctors, Elders, Nobles, Gentlemen and Barons, to 


ſtand to your Purity, and to Exhort the People to do the ſame. 
And, I Forſooth, fo long as I Breuk my Life and Crown ſhall, 
> ſhall Maintain the fame againſt all DEADL IJ | 


OR A WY 


* 
THE. 


| cee Mas 'r LETTER to the Carat 


: — — — 


d SIR, „ * 
A Of You Recommendation I have Read the Book Entituled, 


RV Cc. That the Author has been a SAGE PERSON, a Man 
Jof abundance of REFLECTION, no Body can deny. But then, 
Where is a pretty little Beautifull Thing, known by the Name of 
ECANDOUR or INGENUITY, I cannot ſay he has been ſo much 
WMaſter of that; and out of pure Pit , muſteen drop the beſt part 
f a Latine verſe over him in a Lamentaion of ſuch a To 
+ Unum hoc maceror, et doleo tibi deeſſe 
| I have heard it told of Alexander the Grezt, that 1 advis'd 
o uſe Stratagem in War, He nobly Anſwered, that he would not 


dTEAL a Victory; but your Author goes on another a 
ho' not half fo BRAVE, yet much WISER. 


„ Doliis an virtus quis in HOSTE requirat 55 

An Author of Capacity can wiſely conſider, that moſt part of 
» {W-ople Read Books but very Superficially, and that if things be ſet 
„ Hr with an AIR, CONFIDENTLY Altered, and PLAUSIBLY 


oloured, the KIND Reader uſually faves himſclf the pains of 
XAMINING. Such an Author, I ſincerely Acknowledge, the 
riter of that Book to have been ; andſuch Qualities, even to — 
con, I own, adorn his Performance. 


+ I'm griev'd, and forry at my Heart, 
That he ſhould want the HONEST PART. 
* Or Force or Fraud 


Gainſt Foes is good. 


* , 


THE FUNDAMENTAL CHARTER OF. PRESBY- |} 


I. I 
— — ng 5 ” 
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I Remember you tald me at parting, that, in his Book he ha 
"Demonſtrated ſeverall things, which I could hardly THEN believe 
But NOW, Sir, acknowledge he is the moſt MATHEMAT | th 

Cal. Writer ever drew Pen, He makes DEMONSTRATION 

F of almoſt ** thing he attempts; nay he gives us A SETT d 

ES |  DEMONSIT RA TIONS (a) where no living Ml © 

5 C a) P. 93. thing but HIMSELF could have ſeen fo much x 

E- a COLOUR OF PROBABILITY. Sacheverel 

= HIM. is but a PUN 1 for an OCCLIST in compariſon N 

But, Sir, I will not not detain you | in General Characters either ! 

of the Author or his Works. 
| As to the Subject in hand. I find him ſaying of 

5 0 b P. 81. our Reformers (), That they Ke farm d N 

| TIRELY pon the ſame Principles with England 

But olg what does he inferr, whereon does He found fo bold an 
Aſſertion ? upon two very plauſible Arguments I confeſs. . 
The firſt. That it ras rhe CONSTANT and UNIFORM 
Praclice of our Reformers, to join in the Communin 
(c ) P. 72. of the Church of England, when they bad occaſion (c 
This be pretends. to make good by an enumerati0! 
of a round Dozen of our Reformers, vis. Friar Alexa ider Seaton 
Alexander Aleſs, John Fife, one Mcdugald, John Mctee, Sir foi 

| Borthwick Friar Thomas Guillam, ohn Rough, Mr. Wi z lart, eln 

Willock, William Harlaw, and John Knox. | ba 
The ſecond. That our Reformers in their PUBLICK DEEDS ! 
openly and ſolemnly projeſs*d, not only that they were 27 RELiGt 
N C which we acknowledge, and hope they are {ſtill ſo) 5 
| one COMMUNION eh the Church of Eug¹ 

— ) P. 81. (d). This he attempts to prove by In{tancin 

$ e) P. 101, the DEEDS themſelves. Upon the whole He con 
8 ; cludes (e) with all the JD he was Maſter 
of; That the Englith Liturgie was once UNIV ERSALLy in 1 
An Scotland. Mays That He has FULLY om chat it wi 
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uſed by our Reformers for SEVEN Years toge- # 


| ; 
| CI n 
Whether he has made | good theſe two Arguments A 
i now my province to Examine, But becauſe, as to the clearing 


Jof a Matter of Fact, you know tis much the ſame thing, whether 
the Teſtimonies, adduced by an Author, be FALSE, or whether, 
cho True, they be nothing to the purpoſe. Before I take the de- 
tail of our Reformers Named by lum into Conſideration, I muſt 
crave leave to premiſe ſomewhat of the Hiſtory of the ſtate of Re- 
gion, and of the Publick Forms of Devotion in K. Henry the 8th's 
time, and of the Liturgie in K. Edward the 6th's time. As alſo 
ſomewhat of the Hiſtory of NONCONFORMITY to the Litur- 
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: gi, both by Forreigners in Fagland, and by the Miniſters of the 
ö -hurch of England themſelves. Which two Pieces of Hiſtory 
( beides other uſes to be made of them) will, I hope, ſatisße any 
Man, that Moſt part of what your Author has advanced, even tho 
it were true, concludes nothing. 

10 While K. Henry the 8th was upon the Throne, the Reformation of 


Religion in England was very Imperfeck. Iis true 
indeed, in the Lear 1534, He Renouncedthe Pope's State of Religi- 
| Supremacy, and abrogated his Juriſdiction in bis on in England 
Dominions (g Y, and that too (as ſome ſay) upon in K. Henry the 
Arguments taken asmuch fromthe FLESH as 8ch's time. 1. 
from the SPIRIT. But moſt partof the other Pop- as to Doctrine. 
l Tenets were urged with as much violence as = 
(erer. The Famous ACT of the SIX ARTICLES in the Year, 
1539, is notourly known. By which ACT, ſuch as did ſpeak or 
write againſt the Corporal Preſence in the Sacrament were to be 
burn'd, without the Benefit of Abjuration. And ſuch as did Diſ- 
pute againſt Communion in one Kind, the Cœlibacy of Prieſts, the 
Popiſh vows of Chaſtity, the Lawfullneſs and Uſefullneſs of Pri- 
Yate Maſſes, and the neceſlity of Auricular Confeſſion, were gul- 


(8) Burner's Hiſt. Reform. Abrig. Book 1. p 109. 
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ty of Felony (50). 0 5 RD nl | 
This ACT ſtood in Force all K. Henry's Days, and was of. 
times ſeverely Execute, the Poor Reformers being Burnt for deny. i 
ing the Popiſh Tenets, at the ſame time, by the ſame Authority,! 
and in the fame Places, that the Papiſts were Hang'd for owning| 
the Pope's Supremacy. In a word that ACT was not Repeal«|M 
| till November 1547, about ten Moneth's after K. Edwards Accel 
ſion to the Throne (1). _ yk 
As the Errors in Doctrine, in His time, were great; fo the ; 
1 Corruptions in WORSHIP were no lefs. Your 4 
2 and Worſhip. Author pretends (), that when e Wrote hi 
(k) p. 74. Book, he had not Opportunity of Enquireineſ 
5 what FORMS the Engliſh Retormers had in K 
Henry's time. But, there is no Body fo blind as He that will no 
ſee. Plainly, They had the POPISH MISSAL and BREVIARYE 
with ſome few Deletings, and beſides a new PRIMER with the 
vulgar Devotions, for the Common People, as corrupt in their 
kind, as the other, as I ſhall anone ſhew. It was not for your 
| Author's purpoſe to know this, it would have quite ſpoiled a great 
many of his inſtances. However, I ſhall aſſure you of it, from a 
very good hand. All the changes ( ſays Dr. Burnet ) that the 
Committee appointed for the Ceremonies made was only the Raſunt 
of ſome Offices and Collects, and the ſriting out of a new Primer, 
with the Julgar Devotions for the common People, but the Changes 
were not ſo great, that it was neceſſary to Reprint the MISSALS «MW 
BREVIARIES, FOR THE OLD BOOKS WERE STILL 
MADE USE OF. Thus it was in the Year, 1540. And thus K. 
Henry left things: ſeven years after. The truth is, that Prince th 
ſeem d calculat rather for POORIFYING ( pardon the Clench) #7 
than Purifying the Church. He obtain'd the Title of DEFEND-Þ -/ 
ER OF THE. FAITH, by Impugning the Truth; and tho, IIA 
believe, he was afterwards ſenſible of the wholeſomneſs of hs 


Ch) id. 16. 2. 218. (1) id. ibid. Book ad. p. 35, 1 
Supra Book 1. P. 254. 0 ) 7 1 1 
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Feffers advice, who bad him (J) Leave the FAITH, good Harry, 
to Defend it ſelf, and let thou and I defend one another. Yet hav- 
ing once done it, and vanity, as Hiſtorians generally Witneſs, be- 


ing his weak ſide, he was not willing to Confute himſelf, by car- 

?|& rying the Reformation too far. : 

His Son Edward ſucceeded. And what I would have you to 

If advert to, in that Reign, is; That till within 3 
eight Moneths of his Death, the received Autho- State of Religi- 

e rized' FORMS, for their Offices and publick De- on in K. Ed- 

Ir 4 votions, were not brought to ſuch a degree of Pu- ward's days. 

8 rity, as the Church of England Her {elf will 5 


NOW allow colerable, This will appear by a brief account of 


them. 555 | 
In the firſt Year of his Reign, the Primer put Publick Forms, 
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forth in his Father's time was Reprinted, without 1. Edwardi. 
he any other change, butthat in the Prayers for the 
ein King, EDWARD was put inſtead of HENRY (m). This Primer 
ur conſiſted of the very ſame parts that the Popiſh Primer does. viz. 
eat of Mattins, Evenſong, Lauds, Litany, Dirige, Commenalations, 


Compline, and ſuch other Eccleſiaſtical Jargon. Would you have 
ea taſte of the Purity of theſe Devotions ? Take a Petition or two 
out of the Litany (n). Holy Virgin Mary, Mother of God our 
er Saviour Feſus Chriit, pray for us. All Holy Angels and Arch-angels, 

gel and all holy Orders of the Bleſſed Spirits, Pray for us. All Holy 
ol Parriarchs and Prophets, Apoſtles, Martyrs, Confeſſors and Virgins, 

Land all the bleſſed Company of Heaven, Pray for us. „ 
E. In like manner, in the DIRIGE, we find repeated Prayers for 

nee the Dead. Take one of them for inſtance. O Ged that art Cre- 
) ter and Redeemer of all Faithfull People, Grant unto the Souls of 
D-. 2! true Believers BEING DEAD, Remiſſion of all their Sins, that 
„I Hrough Devout Prayers they may obtain thy Gracious Pardon. 
hä That Primer did not Contain Offices for Baptiſm, the Commu- 


wif, C1) Fuller's Ch. Hiſt. Book 5. p. 168. (m) See Fuller's. Ch, 
Hit, Book 7. P. 374. ( . ) See the Primer it ſelf. , 


6 <6: 
nion, Confirmation, Marriage, as the preſent Liturgie Does, All 
theſe were to be ſought out of the Popith Rituals, as in his Fa- ha 
| ther's time. 

In thebeginning of the next Year 1543. His COMMUNION 
"BOOK was Publiſhed, and all Perſonsby Pro- 
K. Edward's -clamation required to receive it. Take Dr. Bur. 
Communion net's account of it ( o) The jirft ſiep that wat 
Book. now made wes 4 new Office for the Communion, 
PE that is, the Diſtribution of the Sacrament ; wa 
The Office of Conſecration was not at this time touched. It differs 
very hitle from what is ſtill uſed. &e——VYet .it was the moſt un- 
exceptionable piece that was Printed in thoſe days, as I ſhall after - N of 
ward ſhew. And if any of our Reformers ſhall be found conform- ed 
ing to it, yet it can bas 4 no objection. () | ed 

Shortly after, viz. that ſame Year, there was 2 Compleat Li- 
= turgie compoſed, tho not Authorized by the Par- Wm: 

His firſt liament, till February next Lear. And tho! it be 
$ Liturgie. aid in the Preamble thereof, that by an Uniform a- N ma 
greement it was concluded on BY THE AID OF: 
THE HOLY GHOST; Yet, befides the exceptionable Ceremo- ( 
nies, Which the Church of England ſtill retains ; by that Book, 
the Sacrament was-not to be put into Peoples Hands, but into their Nin 
Mouth | the Prieſt. () ThePhraſes inthe Office of the Com the 
munion favoured Tranſubſtantiation,- there were Prayers for the 
Dead. The CHRISM, the White Garment the Adjuration of the it i 
Devil, were uſed in Baptiſin. Extreme UNCT ION was ſtill con- he- 
tinued, and CHRISOMES. at the Churching of Women. (7) (. 
In a Word, there were ſo many of the Po 0 Corruptions left in 
it, that, ( a8 I once told you) the King acknowledged to the De- Ifta 
vonſbire. Rebels, it was little other than the Maſs Book turn'd into Nwh 
. And that this acknowledgement was not mee rly a Political ro ; 


(o) Ubi 1 A. 10 oe 8.53, (p) See after ward the 
Spry of Fobn Lag og b. ee Burnet s Book ad, p. 62. (r)ill 
d. Vid. p. 129. N 1 
amuſement 


, 


amuſement, or only to ſerve a turn, is evident to every Body that 
has two Eyes in his Head, and as much Judgement as to compare 
the Books. = 


Plainly, themſelves were ſo convinced of the Inſufficiency, and : 


Corruption of this firſt Liturgie, that within 
three e they altered it, and Compoſed a His 2d, Liturgie 
Second, . 0 
SFORMITY, did not neceſſarly take place till the Feaſt of ALL 
ESAINTS 1552 (). And in fuly next Year, good King Ed- 
ward dyed. Tis not to be doubted, but that he would have 
taken further ſteps, and made greater Advances in the Reformation 
of Religion. But as the divided Counſels of his Miniſters obſtruct- 
ed this, ſo His own ſo early Death quite prevent | 

. ed his Deſigns. © - Hiſtory of the 


which yet by the ACT for UNI- 


This Second Liturgie was the ſame in all the d conti- 


main Parts with that which is now uſed. tinued. 


Only, ſome Jariationt to the worſe were 


made in it, in the beginning of Queen Eliga- in Q. Elizabetbs 
beth's Reign, in Complyance with the. Papiſts Reign. 
& + Ms 


Some others in K. James the Sixth's Reign, in K. James the | 


in the Conference at Hampron Court, in Spite to 6% Reign. 
the Presbyterians. | 


There were alſo ſome Corrections deſign'd for in K. Charles the 


it in K. Charles the Firſt's Reign, as we ſhall 1/7s Reign. 
hear afterward; but they were never inſert, 
(u), the whole of it being ſhortly after thrown out. 


It underwent a review again upon King Charles the Seeond's Re- 


ſtauration, in the Conference at the Savoy. And | 
what Amendements were then made were owing in K. Charles the 
to the Suggeſtion and Importunity of the Pres- 24's Reign. 


Pyterians (w). What new Errors were put 


(s) Stat. 5. & 6. Ed 6. 1. (t) See Stat. 1. Elis. 3. (u) 
uller's Ch. Hiſt, Book 11. p. 5 (w) See Grand Deſate. 
ES . * ä into 


: = L 
into it, were owing to themſelves, for Example, that Falſe Rubric 
for finding Eaiter, upon which I diſcourſed with you in the firſt 

Dialogue. : 
I need not tell you, that the Convocation, which fat this ſame M = 
Illear 1711, dureing the laſt Seſſion of Parlia- Ml ' 

in the Preſent ment, was enjoined by Her Majeſty, to add ſome ne. 

| Reign. ceſſary things to the Liturgie, which were wanting, 
| the News Papers no doubt have informed you of that, 

[ have given this brief account of the Liturgie, not only becauſe WM 

| tis neceſſary, that People know the Hiſtory af 
The uſe of the the Subject about which they contend, without | 
preceeding Ac- which they are like Men fighting in the Dark, 
__ and are apt to Commit a thouſand Blunders; M 
5 ut alſo, that it might appear, that whatever 

is adduced, either by the Author of the Fundamental Charter, or 
by any other, for proving our Reformer's Satisfaction with, or 
onformity to the Engliſh Forms or Liturgie in any time of k. 
Henry the 8th's Reign, or in any time of K. Edward the 6:h's Reign, 

- preceeding Hallaw-day 15 52, is meerly an impoſeing a Sham upon 
the World. For, Could it be proven, it would only fellow, that 
they had been ſtill in the darkneſs of Popery, and that they were 
ſatisfied with, and Conformed to that, which the Church of Eng- 
land her ſelf has /mce found cauſe to Reject. Some other uſe of 
the preceeding account may poſſibly be made atterwards. 
I come next to give ſome account of NON-CONFORMITYW i 
8 to the Liturgie, both by Strangers in England | 

Account of Non- and by the Miniſters of the Church of England, 

conformity. themſelves. 0 Ta 7 

11 And in the firſt Place, of the Nonconformity ot i « 
Imo. ByStrang- Strangersin England, which my Argument does MW ( 
ers in England not require, I ſhould bring down below K. Ed. 

-- cn as ward the Gus time. Take it as follows, 

Ibo in K. Edward'stime there were two Se- 
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vere ACTS. (X) vic UNIFORMITY, yet the Forreign - 
Reform'd Divines that went thither, were not only CONNIV'D at 
in their Non-conformity, yea had ſpecial reſpe& put upon them by 
the Government notwithſtanding ; But were even indulg'd in it 
by expreſs Patent. I hope to make this good by a few inſtances, 
Martin Bucer died ere K. Edward's 2d Liturgie was Compoſed ; 
But he made heavie Exceptions againſt the Firſt, | 
upon the account of the Errors _ mention'd Bucer. 
therein, and ſeveral others (y). He declared, 
that with all his Heart, he would be content to ſuffer ſome Griey- | 
ous Loſs or pain in his own Body, upon Condition that the Syr- *, | 
plice were abolifhed in England (S). When he was a Dying, he 
declared that the ill lives of People were chiefly to be imputed to 
the Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline (3). And thereupon portended a fa- 
tal Revolution, as it alſo came to paſs. Yet, tho' he was fo far from 
being a Conformiſt to the Liturgie, he was made Divinity Profeſſor 
in Cambridge, dyed in the Charge; After his death, the Court 
ſent Orders to the Univerſity to bury him with all the publick ho- 
nours to his Memory that could be deviſed. And tho' afterward, 
Q. Mary in a Religious fury, caus'd his Body to be rais'd and Burn'd, 
and his Tomb to be defaced, yet Q. Elizabeth ſucceeding ordered 
his Tomb to be repaired. OY SAG 
Much the like inſtance might be given in » 
Peter Martyr, and other Forreigners that were Peter Martyr. 


I in Ergl2nd, in this Reign. But I ſhall inſiſt 
nd, upon one for all. „„ 33 
nd; In the Year 1550, John a Laſco with ſome Germans of the Hel- 


vetian Confeſſion came into England, Being driv- 

en out of Germany by the Perſecution there 4 Laſco and o- 
(5). He wrote againſt the Habits, and againſt thers. 

kneeling in the Sacrament. No Man could be 


(Xx) See that Stat. 2. & 3. Ed. 6.1. And Stat. 5. & 6. Ed. 6. 1, 
( z ) Burnet ubi ſupra. (2) Script. Anglic. p. 705, (4) Burnek 
pi ſupra p. 135. (b) id. me "> Sata 5 
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: 8 3 1 3 
more againſt UNINSTITUTED Ceremoniesthan he. Yet | 
were theſe: Forreigners Erected by Letters Patents into a Cor- 
Poration, and 4 Laſco conſtituted their Superintendent (c) Hear 
the Words of the Patent in their Favours (4). We Command 
and fraitly Charge the Mayor, Sheriffs and Aldermen of our City 
. - of London, tbe Biſhop of London, and his Succeſſors, with all the 
other Archbiſhops, BiYbopes Tuſtices and Officers whatſomever, that | 
they permit the foreſaid Superintendent and Minifters, TO USE 
THEIR OWN RITES AND CEREMONIES, and to exerciſe 
| their own proper and Peculiar Church Diſcipline, 'THO* THEY 
|. DO NOT AGREE WITH THE RITES AND CERMO- 
* NIES ſed in our Kingdom, and that without Suit Plea, Trouble 
or Moleſiation, any Statute, A&, Proclamation, Injunction hitherto 
| had, made, or Promulgate notꝛoithflanding. This Priviledge they 
| enjoyed, till Q, Mary chaſed them, and the Reformed Religion at 
once out of the Kingdom. 


— » 


But it may be worth the while to know the Way here, and the 
| _ Deſign on which, this INDULGENCE in their Non- conformity 
Vas granted to the. 5 i — 
When à Laſco and his Fellow Forreigners put in for it, there 
| were indeed ſome Mad-caps alias High-Flyers, in the Council that 
| oppoſed the granting of it. Yet 4 Laſco himſelf tells us (e), that 
the King would have it done, and that Archbiſhop Cranmer pro- 
moted it with all his might. Nay, he tells us, that the King himſelf 
was the Perſon, that prompted him to put in for it. And what was the 
King's deſign therein? Plainly, it was, that the Engliſh Church by the 
Example of the Goſpel ſimplicity obſerved in Worſhip by theſe Foreign- 
ers, might her ſelf be excited toaſpire to Apoſiolical Purity; and that 
the ſame might be at laſt got ſetled by an unanimous conſent. 
This 4 Laſco ſays, and the Event thewed, this was the Deſign - 
for within two Years after, the ſecond Liturgie, as I have ſaid, 


(c) Hiller, Book 7. p. 407. Petrie's Hiſt. part 2. p. 186. (d) IÞ./ 
apud voet, Ecclel. polit. Jol. 1. p. 422, (e) de ordinatione Eccleſ. 2 
peregrin. in Anglia. Ep. Dedic. Pe 7 


was Compoſed; and a great many of the Popiſh Corruptions, that 
were in the firſt, thrown out. And had it pleaſed GOD to ſpare. 
the Kings Life, ſuch a King as Edward, and ſuch a Biſhop as Cran- 
mer, what good would they not have done? Matters had not 
ſtood there, but been carried on to a farther Purity. Nay, they 
gave People ground to expect ſo much, when they Publithed the 
8 ſecond Liturgie. For they Prefixed to it the Preface of the form- 
er Book concerning Ceremonies, wherein we have theſe Remark- 
able Words. For as thoſe Ceremonies be taken away, which were 
8 moſt abuſed, aud did Burden Mens Conſciences without any cauſe, 
% the other, tha remain, are retained for a Diſcipline and order, 
8 WHICH UPON JUST CAUSES. MAY BE ALTERED 
| AND CHANGED, * And therefore are not to be efleemed equal 
L with God's Law. „ 

& Theſe were their good intentions at that time. But K. Edward, 
like the Roman Marcellus, was too great a bleiling to be long en- 
joyed by fo ſinfull a Nation as England THEN was. However, 
upon the whole tis plain, that Forreigners were Indulged in their 
INonconformity in King Edwards time. e 
Now obſerve the uſe of this in the preſent Debate. The Au- 
thor of the Charter frequently inculcats, that 

many of our Reformers were in England, and Uſe of the Pre- 
Freached in tlieir Ghurches in K. Edward's time. ceeding account. 
From hance he doubts not to inferr, that even 1 
the ſtricteſt of them Conformed to the Liturgie. For who ( lays 
e* ) knows not that Non-conformity was ſuffi : 

rently diſcouraged in A. Edward's time. But, P. 75. 

lay ) who ſees not, after the inſtances given, 7 

hat Forreigners were Indulged in their Non- conformity in kis 
Ime ? if this favour was granted to far off Forreigners, would they 


Quærie, if che fe Papiſts that have been gained by them, and 
be many Proteftants that have been Scandalized by them, le not 
a JUST CAUSE. 

＋ Oflendent terris. bunc tantum fata 8 | 
| D — | deny 


ay 


them that have Conformed to it, have done it with a Confeſſe 


+ (f) Vide voer ubj ſupra p. 413. 


8 ü (/ 
deny it to the Scots their door Neighbours, whom it was both their 


Ilntereſt and Deſign to Oblige? No, Your Author knew very 


well, they would not; But it was not for His purpoſe to Blab 


out ſo much. 


Nay, ſuppoſe our Reformers had been Native Engliſhmen, and 


had all of them ſerved in the Church of England, yed would it not 


follow from thence, without other Evidence, that any of them had 
either been ſatisfied with, or had conformedto the Liturgie. 
8 TIhis, I doubt not will ſeem a Surprizing A,. 
Account of Non- ſertion; But the account of Non conformity 


Conformity by ( which I am now to give ow J by the Mini 
VMinſters of 7 ſters of the Church of England themſelves, will, 


Church of Eng- I hope put it beyond doubt. 
land themſelves. I affirm then, that both in K. Edward's time 
and the following Reigns, MANY, yea VER! 
MANY, of the Miniſters of the Church of England, and theſe tu 
of the VERY BEST of 'em, have Reclaimed againſt the LiturgM 
or, at leaſt, Something in it. MANY, ye VERY MANY d 


Grudge of Conſcience, not as eſteeming it ſimply Lawfull, but: 


the neceſſity of either doing THAT, or laying afide their Min « 
{try made it ſo. And you know ſome People are of the mind, thi * 
Concuring Circumſtances make that Lawfull; which otherwiſ t 
would not beſo, as in the caſe of David and his Men their eat * 
Shew. Bread. Yet futher, MANY of em have SELDOM uf * 
nay LONG diſuſed the Liturgie. Ard yet either through tl f. 
Moderation of the Biſhop, under whom they lived, or the Inte 

poſition of ſome Great Patron, or the mildneſs of the Governmet tl 
they have eſcaped the penalty uf the Acts againſt Non- corformiſ C 
and been allowed to continue in their Charges notwithſtanding ( 7 

If thus it has been with the Church of England Miniſters the! R 
ſelves, will any Man ſay, but it might be ſo with the Scorch N re 


niſters while in England? And how will it then follow ( with er 
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other evidences) from their ſerving in the Church of England, |} 
That they were either ſatisfyed with, or Conformed tothe Engliſh Þ}F 
Liturgie? And if they were neither ſatisfyed with it, nor Con- 
formed to it while in England, is it probable they either ſet it up, 
or ſubſcribed to it, or enjoined it to be uſed, when they came to 
Scotland? And yet, if they did not fo, your party has loſt a migh- 
ty Topick of talking, and your AUTHOR a very formidable part 
of his Book; which were indeed a great Pity, but who can help 
 MISLUCK? . ; 
Now that all this is true as above aſſerted, I ſhall endeavour to 
make good by very Pregnant Inſtances. And tho! your Authors's 


below the beginning of Q. Eligabeth's Reign; Yet for Reaſons that 
may be obvious enough, I ſhall continue it down till within our 
own Memory, and that through the ſeveral Reigns, from the firſt 
hatching of the Liturgie. 85 i} 
In K.-Edward the 6th's time, in the Year 1549, the Biſhops of ß 
= Norwich, Here ford, Chicheſter and Weſlminiter, | | 
= tho' they had Concurred in COMPOSING the In K. Edward's 
Liturgie, yet, in the Parliament, they proteſt- time. 
ed againſt the ACT IMPOSING it (g). Whe 
ther they did ſo, becauſe they were, diſſatisfied with ſomthing in 
the Book; or whether they were diſpleaſed with the ſeverity of 
the ACT 'tis much the ſame thing to my purpoſe. For, tis pret- 
ty probable from thence, that theſe Proteſting Biſhops would be ve- 
ry moderate in exacting Conformity of their Clergy. 15 
In the following Year 1550. Hooper afterwards Martyr for 
the Truth, being named to the See of Glouceſter, 
Objected his Scruples about the Habit or Veſt- Hooper. 
ments (the ſame chen, as are now enjoined by the 
Rubrick of the preſent Liturgie) as thinking they ought to be 
reckoned among the Beggerly Elements condemn'd by St. Paul. *Tis 
true, he was ſuſpended, for his #ifnefs, as they call'd it, in that 


(g.) Burnet Book 7 73+ 
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16 | 
matter, yet the King interpoſed, and wrote ( 8 ) to the Primate 
do dear with him in that point, and Diſpenſed with the Law in 

his Caſe. And at laſt the matter was ſo adjuſted, that he was Diſ- 
N with upon all other occaſions, eXcept when he was to Preach 


fore the King, or in his Cathedral (i). Here -was a Biſhop, 


who Himſelf was not CONFORM, who by his Prince's Favour 
Was Indulged in his NON-CONF ORMITY, and would ſuch a 
| FO Biſhop be Rigid upon others on that Head 2 No. Fuller 
Rogers, N tells ( k ) that He, with John Rogers, a- 
5 nother Church of England Miniſter; were Jonndero 

of Non-conformity, and Ring-leaders of that Party. 
Latimer Another Biſhop in that Reign, though without a Biſhop- 
rick (I) and afterward Martyr too; tho' reckoned 


= Latimer. buy ſorne a friend to the Liturgie, yet had ſuch mean 


thoughts of theſe Tromperies, the Sacred Veſtments, 


= that when the Papiſts were Degrading him, by pulling them off 
© ah- ( ſaies he in a way of Mock-Lamentation NOW I can 


make no more Holy Water. 


Miles Coverdale Biſhop of Exeter in K. Edwar 4s days, having 


_ narrowly 3 Burning, under Q. Mary, would 
Coverdale. not return to his SEE in Q. Eligabeth's time, and the 
Reaſon generally alledged for it was, HIS DISSENT- 
ING IN JUDGEMENT FROM SOME, CEREMONIES (m) 
Cramer tho the HIGHEST, yet was not ſays Fuller (un) 
the HOTTEST in Defence of Conformity. Tea he 
Cromer. tells us of him (9, from the report of others, that 
he preſented a Book of Prayer, an Hundred times 
more Perfect thau the Liturgieuſed in K. Edward's days, but that 
the ſame could not take place, becauſe he was matched with ſo 
wicked a Clergie, in Convocation with other Enamies. 


h) See the Letter in Fuller. Book 7. p. 403. (0 Burnet 
ub; ſupra p. 126. 129. 138. (k) ub; ſupra p. 402. (1) id, 
ibid. p. 405. (m) id. Book 9. P. 65. (n) Book 7 P. 402. 
(92 Yeh: 31. 


Brieffly 


Briefly, there Was, lach that Hifforian Cp) in the end of K. 
Edward's Reign, 4 potent Party Diſſaffected to the Liturgie, tho 
lately Reviewed and Corrected, which then began to be VER Y 
« confiderable. And yet I do not find any proceeded againſt on 
that ſcore. So much for K. Edward's Reign. 

When Q. Mary ſucceeded, you know the- Liturgie was aſcharg 
Jed, not bec:ule there were a great deal of the 
: POPISH FORMS and CERIMONIES in it; In Q. Mary's © 
but becauſe ANI of em were left out of it. And, time. 
as the Government at home Diſcharged it for the x: pp RE 
| Latter Reaſon, fo the Proteſtants that fled beyond Sea, Diſcarded it 
for the Former. Thus, we find the Engliſh Miniſters at Frank- 
irt Subſcribing another Liturge ( the ſame upon the watter with 
the Genevan, and our own old Scotch Liturgie ) wherein all un- 
inſtitued Ceremonies, and RESTRICTING Miniſters to Forms, 
lare condemned ( ). As this is clear Evidence, that they were 
not ſatisfied with the Engliſh Liturgie : 5 ſo 'tis a pretty probable 
Document, that they did not Conform to it, while at Home. 
Proceed we then to Q. Elizabeth. Her Father indeed was ſaid 
to have begot Her in a heat againſt the POPE, 
yet it mult be confeſs d, She dure a heavy Hand In Q. Elizabethy $ 
upon the PURITANS in ſome parts of her time. 
Reign, and exacted Conformity with Rigor 
enough, Plainly, She was a Magnificent Lady, and Loved Mag- 
uticence in Worthip, as well as in other wings, tho' one would | 
hink, ſimplicity were its greateſt Beauty. 
But what I would have you to advert to, is, that tho' there was 
n ACT for Uniformity to the Lirurgie paſt in the firſt Year of 
er Reign, yet Conformity was not ſtrictly urged for the firſt ſeven 
ears thereof: Aud even then, She began her Rigorous Meaſures, 
pon the inſtigation of ſome D. iſguiſed Papiſts about her, and not 
f the Proteſtant Biſhops; yea ſo mild were they in exacting Con- 
rmicy, that for many Years, not only were the GENERALITY, 
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(5 ) Book 7. p. 426. 40 Vide Liturg. e p- 57. &c. | 
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of the Miniſters Connived at in their Non-conformity, But even the 
whole Ceremonies miſs'd narrowly of being thrown out altogether, 
even by an ACT of the Convocation, If I can bring good Docu- 
ments for all this; then, I hope, it will ſufficiently appear, how 
miſerably the Author of the Charter has impoſed upon his Readers, 
by this Argument, our Reformers ſerved in the Church of England, 
Ergo they conformed tothe Liturgie : For, if that Argument will 
not hold even of the Engii/ſb Miniſters themſelves, much leſs will 
it hold of the Scotch. A e 5 
Take then Inpr. A Note of one of Dr. Burnet's Sermons Preacl- if 
ed before the Houſe of Commons, Janwary 31. 1688. on P/. 144. 
ver. 15. *Tis a rare Peice of Hiſtory, and well worth your know- 
lekge. Here ſuffer me to tell you, ſaies he; that in the begin. 
ning of Q. Elizateth's Reign, our Adverfaries (the Papiſts ) faw 
no hopes of retrieving their affairs, which had been ſpoiled by 
Q. Mary's Perſecution, but by ſetting on foot Diviſions among 
© Proteſtants, upon very inconſiderable Matters. I my ſelf have 
* ſeen the Letters of the Chief Biſhops of that time, from which «| v 
© appears, that the Queens ſtiffneſs in maintaining ſome Ceremonis © 
* flowed not from their Counſels, but from the Practices of ſo: 
* diſguiſed Papiſts. And I have had in my hands the Original Jou- P 
nal of the Lower Houſe of Convocation in the fifth Year of tha & 
Glorious Reign, in which the matter of the Ceremonies was firt r 
* argued, And when it came to the Vote, it was carried by the great © 
© er Number of the Voices of the Members that were preſent T0 * 
LAT DOWN ALL THESE SUBJECTS OF CONTEST: 7 
But the Proxies turn*d ĩt to the ſeverer fide. This Teſtimony, 
hope, is home. 5 6 tc 
In the Year 1566, which was the eighth of Her Reign, the C 
General Aſſembly of the Church of Scotland, wrote to the Biſhops lc 
and Paſtors of England in favours of ſuch Miniſters as were trouble. 
for Non-conformity, wherein we have theſe Words. By Worl 
and Writing, it is come to our Knowledge, Reverend Patios 
that Diverſe of our Brethren, Amongſt whom ſome be of THI 9: 
BEST LEARNED within the Realm, are deprived frrom al 
FT = Eccleſiaſt10n 
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Eccleſiaſtical Function, and forbidden to Preach; And ſo by you 
are ſtayed to promove the Kingdom of Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe their 
Concience will not ſuffer them to take upon them, at the Command 
of the Authority, ſuch Garments as Idolaters in time of blindneſs 
have uſed in their Idolatrous Service. Jour Conſcience 
© ſtirs not with the wearing of ſuch things, but MANY TIHOOs- 
ANDS BOTH GODLY AND LEARNED are otherwiſe per- 
© {\waded, whoſe Conſciences are continually ſtricken with theſe 
* Sentences, What hath Chrift ro do with Belial &c. (2) Now; 
fir, lay both theſe Teſtimonies -together, and 'I hope it will 
appear plain, that MANY yea VERY MANY, even of the 
BEST. of the Miniſters of the Church of Fngland were not ſatis- 
fied with the Liturgie, and yet had been conniv'd at in their Non- 
| conformity for, at leaſt, the firſt Seven or Eight Years of Q. Eli- 

zaberh's Reign. Indeed it was only then, to wit, inthe Year 1566, 
that ſubſcribing began to be vigourouſly urged (), and till that 
time, tho* there were Many that did not CONFORM, yet 
were they, nut only Continued in their Benefices, but Encourag- 
ed and Reſpected notwithſtanding. Take an Inſtance or two. _ 

Mr. 70h, Fox the Martyrologiſt being Summoned to Subſcribe, 
v: pulling a New Teſtament out of his boſom, ſaid, To this will I 
hall 52-b/cribe. Yet notwithſtanding of his refuſeall, fo much was he 
regarded, yea, ſuch was the Queens Reſpect to him, who uſually 
e called him Her Father Fox, that he Continued his Place, which 
T0 _ a Prebendary in Salistury till the day of his Death Anno 
T1587, (c). 
y, Dr. Laurence Humphrey is another inſtance he would not 'con- 
form to the Ceremonies, yet did he keep his Places, the Profeſſors 
the Chair of Divinity in Oxford, and the Deanry of Wincheſter, as 
long as he Lived (4). „ 
William M pirtinghame one of thoſe that Compiled the Francfort 


* 


(a) See the Letter in Spotſwood p. 199, (b) Fuller Book 

97, p. 77. (c) i d. ibid. p. 76. (d). Cambden Elig. in Anno 

1589. Fuller ubi ſiprra. „ 
1 5 E 2 | Liturgie, 
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Liturgie, and ſeparate with the reſt to Geneva upon the Conteft 
about the Fngliſh Liturgie, was yet, upon his return to England 


in Q. Elzabeih's time, made Dean of Durham (e). of which 
SEE, Piltinron the Biſhop, was as appeareth by his Letters, a great 


Conniver at Non- conformity (F). | 
But I need not inſiſt on Particular Inſtances, if we believe the 
Church of England Hiſtorians themſelves, I horas Sampſon Dean 


| - of Chriſts Church was the firſt in England, who (in the Year 


1566 ) was difplaced for Puritaniſim (g ). *Tis true, after that 
Year, Conformity began to be urged more ſtrictly, yet the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Canons enjoining Subſcription were not confirmed by Act of Par- 


L lament till the Year 1572 ( ). fo that High-Flyers could not 
. do all the miſchief they would. Yea, notwithſtanding of the ſe- 


verity of that Parliament Anno 1572. Yet the Non-conformiſts 
fond they had ſo many Friends among em, that preſently after 
it, they erected a Preibytry at Wandſworth in Surry, and daily 
gathered more ſtrength; ſo that in the Year 1580, they enjoyed, 
upon the Matter, a General Connivence (i). 
Indeed it could not be otherwiſe, but that the Non-Conformiſts 
ſhould be encouraged and favoured. For Parker the firſt Arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury in this Reign was a Diſcreet and Moderat 


Man (e). Crindal, who ſucceeded him Anno 1575, was ſo great 


a favourer of them, even a Lion in their Cauſe, tho' a Lamb in his 
own, that in his life time he incurred the Queens heavy Diſplea- 
5 ſiure for it. Yea, Dr. Sacheverell's ſince his Death, 
+ Prov. 27. v. 3. which is much more heavy Þ, who, upon that 

c account has, given him the Titles of a Peridiouis 
Pre late, and a falſe Son of the Church (I), tho never was there a 
Biihop in England of a more Primitive Spirit. But when Church 
and Ceremony ſignifie the fame thing, as they generally do in the 


AS See Francfort Liturg. ad fnem, Fuller ibid. (f) Fuller 
ibid. p. 109. (g) Tuer ibid. p. 77. (h) Fuller ibid. p. 102. 
(i) 14, ibid. p. 103. 135. (k) id. ibid. p. 74 (1) Serm. 
Falſe Brethren p. 29. 3 I 5 
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High-Flyers Dictionary, tis a Commendation to one to be a falſe 
Son of the Church, But to go on with our Story. 1 
Archbiſhip Mhitgiſt who ſucceeded Grinda! Anno 1583, was 
indeed of a quite other grain. He was hardly well warm in his 
ſeat, when he required the Clergy to Subſcribe that, The Book 
of Common Prayer might lawfully be uſed, and that they ſhould 
* uſe that, and no other Form either of Prayer or Adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments. But by occeſion hereof, INCREDIBLE it 
is, ſay my Authors, what Contentions and diſputations aroſe (n) 
But tho? he was Fierce againſt the Non-conformiſts to the greateſt 
height, yet God provided a Curb for him, and his Complices. 
for not to ſpeak of meaner Perſons, the Lord North, Sir Francis 
Knowls Theſaurer to the Houſhold Sc. Not to ſpeak of theſe, I 
_ lay. | | | „ 
The Earl of Leiceſter was Patron General of the Non-conformiſto, 
and improved his power ( the greateſt of any Mans in England at 
| that time) with the Queen to obtain liberty for them, and 
checked and ſnibt the Biſhops who were molt active in preſſing Con- 
„„ e 
t The Lord Theſaurer Burleigh and Sir Francis Walſmgham 
+ Secretary, two of the ableſt Miniſters England ever bred, 
z W vere profeſſed Friends to the Non-conformiſts and wrote, (ſome- 
\. © tines very ſharply) to the Archbiſhop, becauſe, of his ſeverity a- 
gainſt them (vo). . 8 
When all this would not do. The Privy Councel ſent a moſt 
tart Letter to hiin, wherein they tell him, that 1 
they heard of a GREAT Number of Zealous and * n. 6. 
LEARNED Preachers Suſpended from their Cures | 


for Non-conformity, and in Moſt Places of Eſex &c. the People 
left without any Miniſtry of Preaching Praying or Sacraments. 
In other Places theſe appointed to the Vacancies were Men neither 
of Learning nor good Name, yea Chargeable with groſs Immora- 


(m) Simps. Cent. p. 242. Fuller ubi ſupra p. 171. (n) id. 
ibid. p. 138. (o) See the Letters in Fuller, Book 9. Seck. 5. : 
8, SON ES — ities 


5 | 
ities and profanity and yet, becauſe Conformiſts, not proceeded a- 
gainſt. And therefore, all this being ſo Scandalous, they deire 


him to abate his Rigor againſt the Conſciencious Nen-conformiſls, | 


| and to remeed the. Enormitics among the Corrupt Conformiits, and 
do take care that they heard no more ſuch Complaints (O. Tueſe 
|: were not Meeting-Houſe-Men in whoſe Favours the Councel thus 
Wrote, and who were ſo diſſatisfied with the Litiigie, but ſome 
of. em Parſons, ſome Vicars, ſome Curats, Sc. 

But Bigotry for Triftles is a Diſeaſe hardly Cureable. Hz ful 
went on in his c2urfe, till at length in the Year, 1587. Ihe Houſe 
of Commons preſented to the Houſe of Lords a 7 etition, Com- 
Pilaining of the many Pariſhes that were deſtitute of Preachers, and 
therefore deſireing, for Redreſs of that greivance, That Miniſters 


3s 


ſerlbed in the Book of Common Prayer ( q5).. Yea they made 
alſo humble ſuit to Her Majeſty to the ſame purpoſe. And Her 
| Majeſty thereupon ſignified Her Expreſs will and Pleaſure, which! 
was entred in the Records of Parliament, © that NO Preacher or 
* Miniſter. ſhould be Impeached or otherwiſe Moleſted for the 
* Rites and Ceremonies in Queſtion (7). And indeed the Govern: 


ance againſt the Papiſts, 

But after the Defate of the Spaniſh Armado Anno 1588, and 
what followed thereupon, the Papiſts being brought pretty Low 
High Church got Leiſure to Perſecute Now conformiſts, which in. 
deed they did to purpoſe. For in the Tear OY we find the 

Principal Pillars of them, were, ſome in Reſtraint, more in 
trouble, all in fear (/). Yea, fo violent was the ſterm ageinft 
them, chat even K. Janies from Scotland interpoſed by his Letters 
in their behalf, and yet prevaled not (). Nay, the Storm ſtil 
Increaſed, for inthe Year 1593, there was an ACT made again 


p) See the Letter in Fuller Book . p 151. (q) id. 25⁴. p. 189 
Aer). See London Miniſters Petition Anno . Mt 25 Fuller ul 
"# 2 2 203. (t ) id. Wide 
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them, almoſt Proverbial for its Sevrity 0 7 * And yet there was | 
a pretty numerous Seed of them preſerved, as we ſhall lee 1 in the 

next Reign, to which 1 now come. 


When K. ames Went up to England, one of 2 firſt things he 
met with, ( in the Moneth of April 1603 
a Petition of no fewer than 2 W * the In K. Fames's 
Miniſters of the Church of England, craveing a time. 
Reformation of the Ceremonies, and abuſes in Go- | 
vernment and Diſcipline ( x . The King himſelf acknowledges | 
in his Proclamation of the date March 5th next Year.. that the 
Importunity of the Complainers was great, their Affirmations ve- | 
© hement, and their Zeal ſpecious. But what redreſs got they ? 
Why, there was a kind of Conference kept at Hampton Court upon 

the Liturgie, and the iſſue of it was, that it was Publiſh'd of new . 
with EXPLANATIONS, z. e. with Alterations tothe worle, 
with a Proclamation prefixed requireing Conformity to it. Nay, 
that ſame Year, the Convocation was impowered to fir, which 
made Canons and Conſtitutions, whereof one enjoining + All 
* ſuch, as ſhould affirm the Common Prayer Book to be a Corrupt 
By) Unlawful Forin of Worſhip, to be Excommunicate IPS O 
*FACTO. Another, that all ſuch, as ſhould affirm the Rites 
. * Ceremonies thereof to be Superſtitions, to be treated that ſame 
way. A third, that nome was to be admitted to, or contimied in- 55 
the Miniſtry but who would Subſcribe, that the Book of Common 
Prayer contain'd in it, nothing Contrary to the Word of God, 
And that he himſelf would uſe the Form Preſcribed in Publick 
Prayer and Adrainiſtration of the Sacraments and NONE OTHER. 

This was indeed High Church all over. But what were wiſe 
Men's thoughts of theſe things? Why, the Excellent Lord 
Facon, who had more true Sence than ever to Dream, that Unin- 
flituted Ceremonies could make the Worſhip of G OD either De- 
cent or Reaſonable, and e i the hardeſt thing in the World 
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(u) See Stat. 35. Els. 3 x) Vide Foet. Eccls. Peli. ub 


fra 4 Jide Canon 47%, 6th, 36th. l 5 1 
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| to give engl to the Devil, Pn, calling that Superflition, which 5 
e's had not appointed, toldthe King his Judgement very freely, 

tt al- Ex Modeſtly () © That where the Diſpute was 
| © betwizt! r and Conſcience, the Apoſtle's Rule took place, that 

31 N foould yi eldto the Weaker: And therefore he ad- 
| * viſeſſir 'Non-conformity ſhould not meerly be conniv'd at, but 
_ evenMolerat by a Law. He means, even in the Church Mini. 
=. ſters ene who 5 the Benefices. em this the rather, 


* gs apon the Pepi, As KY as upon 15 Part And he ends 
= 2 * Golden eee — Politick nſiderations 8 


rates, the e nds Sur 0 "the King, that ſome 21 be horn 
= with for à time in their Non: conformity; Jet in the firſt Seſſion 
of Parliament thereafter, it was Enacted, That all the foreſaid 
© Statutes in the Tune of Q. Elizabeth ſhould be ot put in Ex- 
ecution againſt all ſuch as did not Conform 2 . However, it 
may be worth the while to know, how the Clergy Reliſhed theſe 
| Meaſures. One would have thought, that in London under the 
| Government's Noſe, the Miniſters would have been found moſt 
Conform. Yet, behold in that City alone and the Suburbs there- 
of, no fewer than two and twenty Miniſters Petition'd the King 
againſt the Subſcription and Conformity required, And there are 
ſome Paſſages in that Petition, that not only Diſcover their own I « | 
Sentiments on the Head, but alſo let us pretty far in to the Hiſtory 
of Non-conforriity even in Q. Elizabeth's Reign and backwards. 
They declare, That they were perſwaded, That the Ceremo- c 
ies and many things elſe in the Book were REPUGNANT F<} 


| * 3 See 5 Conſiders rouching the Church of England. 
2 ) 006. 1. 786. 1:4; =: 


= 


ME OE 25- ) 
© to the Word of GOD-—---—--, That however theſe things how: 
© not heretofore been by Authority removed, yet have they N E- 
«YER had quiet Poſſeſſion in the Church of England under the 
« Goſpel SINCE THE FIRST ABOLISHING OF POPERY 
. That they have been LONG diſuſed in MANY Places, 
and GENERALLY diſtaſted with People of BEI TER NOTE. 
© Nay, that the COMMON: Judgement of ALMOST ALL the 
*PAINFULL and RESI Dy WI. Miniſters of the Land is againſt . 
g the renden d And Here they pray his Majeſty, TO. 
R. 0 WLENCES——-. - 
*Y at the only Diſſatisfied Perſons. 


/ Mage ers My! 
I N of GLEN, on the firſt of December 
186 5, delivered to his Maj eſty 


ol vainſt the Litur gie where- 
| of take this Paſlage (a). VERY N *. of the LEARNED, 
* FRUITFULL and BEST EXERASRNC 


Land, have judged theſe things E he Lu By 


3 Femonics. G. ) alther ſo 
. | 


b Unlawful or Inexpedient, "that ths 2 ve choſen rather to en- 
* dure any outward troubles, than ts Weil 
And we doubt not to affirm that tlis G EATEST NUMBER 
f ABLE RESIDENT and GODEY: 1 ers in the Land 
* at this day, yea, even ſuch, as are drawn eld e the uſe of 
them, do 1 THEIR CONCIEN chem. 
Then they give a Liſt of ſeven Hundered 10 fourty ſix Mini- 
fters out of tive and twenty of the Counties of England, ( which 
is not the half of em by one) that near two years before had ſig- 
nified their deſire to Petition the Parliament for a removall of the 
> Wl Ceremonies, And then after the Liſt they add, 

* Beſides many more, who ( ſay they) tho they were unwilling in 
* ſome other reſpects to join in Petition, yet did profeſs their hear- 
) WW deſire to have the Ceremonies removed. And if the-reſt of 

f the Shires be eſteemed according to this proportion, it will eaſily 

1 * appear, that the the Greareſ? NUMBER OF THE RESIDENT 


*PREACHING and FRUITFULL MINISTERS in the Land 


(a) Pago %. . 
= 3 3 


* 


SHA C26) l 
© do diſlike them. This ma = further appear by their LONG 
DISUSEING, or SELDOQM USEING of them for theſe 
© MANY years paſt, and their GREAT unwillingneſs to yeild 
© to the uſe of them now,——— F 7 
And how {hall we better know, how the Church 
N. B. of England liketh theſe things, than by the Judgement, 
which the GREATEST number of Her ABLE Mi- 
niſters have VOLUNTARILY given of them? 
Nou, Sir, theſe that talk all theſe things were not WH IGS, 
but. ſuch as had been bred up, and taken their Degrees, in the 
Univerſities of England, and ( as themſelves ſay ) had ferved in 
the Church of England, ſome 10, ſome 20, ſome 30 Yeats, nay MW hi 
had grown Gray-headed in the Service. Think then, what a 8 
doughty Argument your Author has Produced, when he conchades, IM w 
that our Reformers were of Engliſh Principles as to the Liturgie, WM 37 
becruſe they were bred in the Engliſh Univerſities, or ſerved in the IM B 
Church of England. = | T ASE of 
Notwithſtanding of all the above Remonſtrances by the Engliſh I al 
Clergie, yet Spotſwood tells us (5), that when the Rolls were MW #7 
* brought in of thoſe that ſtood out and were Depoſed on the Ac. IT 
count of Non-conformity; they were found to be only Fourty I th 
mine in all England; when as the Miniſters of that Kingdom are D 
* reckoned Nine Thouſand and above, ſucli a noiſe ( ſaith he) WM 
will a FEW DISTURBERS cauſe in any Society. But this! C 
muſt ſay, is the Groſſeſt Daubing I ever ſaw, tho? otherwiſe SC 
wood was a Great Maſter in that Art. For, I would ask, Inv. 
Were there Nine Thouſand Preaching Miniſters in Frgland at WM W 
that tine ? He muſt be a hardy Man will Affirm that. No, there WW * 
were not the half of that Number. Archbiſhop Whitgift fore MW V 
Years before, viz. Anno 1587. Pleaded ſtrongly before the Parl.: 
ament for PLURALITIES, and one of his great Arguments ran I A 
in theſe Words (c). PCV! 
There are in England four Thouſand five Hundred Benefices ſp ! 


(b) Care 479. (c) See Fuller Book 9. p. 190. 


3 


with 


ES 


with Cure, not above ten, and moſt of them under Eight Pounds 


© in the firft Fruits Book, which cannot be furniſhed with able 
* Paſtors becauſe of the ſinallneſs of their Livings. Thusit was in 
the Year 1587. and J aflure you things were not bettered at this 
time; You heard before the Lord Bacon telling, that there was a 
great Scarcity of good Preachers; ſo that here is the juſt half of the 
Nine Thouſand cut off at one Blow. There were indeed above 
Nine Thouſand Charges or Benefices in England; But to ſay, there 
were above Nine Thouſand Mmiſters, was to Impoſe « too rudely 
upon Peoples Belief, when every Pedlar knows, that there 1s fuch 
a thing as Plurality of Benefices in England. But 240, e 
his Grace nothing of Depoſing Nine and Fourty Miniſters in that 

Scarcity? No Man, that has a juſt Notion of the Chriſtian Religion, 
will ſay, that a Parcel of PAULTRY Ceremonies were Tanzz, 
3tio With what confidence could he call the GREATEST NUM. 
BER of the LEARN'D. GODLY and FRUITFUL Miniſters 
of England a FEW DISTURBERS? Yea, but you'll ay, 
all the Reſt Conformed except theſe 49. Be it ſo, One State Ar- 

gumient, I confeſs, goes further oftimesthan twenty Scripture Ones. 
Their Wives and Children Suggeſted more Powerfull Arguments, 


| than all their Books could do. However tis plain from the above 


Deduction, that the GREATEST Part of em Conformed, HALF 
not with their Conſcience, and Half Againſt it. And thus the 
Church of Eugland was furniſhed with a very CONSCIENCIOUS 
Clergy. And ſo came of it. But I go on. 1 
Jam verily perſwaded King Charles the Firſt In King Charles 
was one of the beſt Men in England; Yet when the 17's time. 
we Conſider with whom he was Surrounded, 
we are not to expect much Milder Courſes in his Reign. | 
How ſoon his Brother Prince Henry Died, and he became the 
apparent Heir of the Crown, Care was taken ( faith my Inform- 
'er ) to prevent the Influence, which his Scotch Tutors might 
have on hun as to the Government and Ceremonies of the Church 


f Great Did. in Charles 1ſt. | 
EET G 2- | A 
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of England, | Which, as I apprehend it, ſignifies, That Care was 


taken to make him King of a Party, rather than of his People. 
While he was Suitor to the Spaniſh Infanta, he caus'd Tranſlate 


the Englith Liturgie into Spaniſh, That they might ſee, it was 
not much Abhorrent from the Forms then uſed in the Church of 


Rome, Which ( faith the ſame Writer) gave much Satisfaction 
to the Spaniſh Court and Clergy. . 
When He was advanced to the Throne, He fell under the In- 
fluences of LAUD's Counſek, the Man in the World beſt made 
for Ceremories, and who, of all that ever lived, underſtood beſt, 
and Practiſed moſt Succeſsfully the Secret of Deſtroying a Church 


and Kingdom, and of involving ſuch as took his Counſel in Inex- 


\ 
N 


— 


— 


tricable Snares (d). Let it muſt be Confeſſed he was nv LORD. 
LY Prelate, by this token, that when My Lord Marqueſs of At. 
e went to his Houſe to give him a Viſit, he very civily told him 
he was not at Leiſure to intertain Him . 8 1 
Quickly after the King's Succeeding to the Throne, Certain 
Pious well Diſpoſed Perſons, Lamenting the Great want of a Preach- 


ing Miniſtry in England ( there being of the 9284 Pariſh Churches 


in England Endowed with Glebe and Tiths, 3845 of em either 
appropriated to Biſhops, Cathedrals and Colledges, or impropriated 
as Lay-fees to private Perſons) reſolved to Redeem and Purchaſe 
in the zmpropriations, and with their Profit to ſet up and Main- 
tain a Conſtant Preaching Miniſtry in Places of greateſt need. Cer- 
tain feofzes were Legally ſetled in Truſt for this Purpoſe, and 
made a mighty Progreſs in the Work, who could have ſuſpected 
any ill in this Deſign, a Deſign ſo much for the Honour of Chriſt, 
and furthering of the Goſpel? Nay, but the Good Archbiſhop 
Laud ſimelbd Non- conformity in the Belly of this Trojan Horſe, 
and therefore never reſted till he got it knock d on the Head Ann 


15632; The Project being Condemned in the Exchequer Chamber 


(d) See Welkvoods Memoris. 4 And Warwicks Memoris 
page 90. | | 
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as dangerous to Church and State, and the Money Confiſcated to 
the King's Uſe (e). „ 5 „ 

But though Preaching was kept down with the greateſt ſeveri- 


; 
— 


ty; yet Sabbath-breaking and Ceremonies were urged with the 
| greateſt vigor, ſo that even the Biſhop of Lincoln was Profecuted 
for Favour ing Non-conformiſts. Upon obſerving which Meaſures, 


a certain . Miniſter Proplietically ſaid in his Sermon, © That it was 
to be feared, that now the Night did approach, BECAUSE THE 


«SHADOWS WERE SO MUCH LONGER THAN THE. 
BODY; AND CEREMONIES MORE IN FORCE THAN*\ 


THE POWER OF GODLINESS. Tho the Prophet ſuffered 


for his Freedom, yet the Prophecy or Preſage, if you will, held, 


as all know. Such hard Living had the Non-contormiſts, that as 


| ſeverals had done in the former Reign, ſo now more fled over to 4 
America, to avoid the Fury of High-Church. Among whom, oO Þ} 


liver Cromwel intending the {ame courſe, was apprehended and 
brought back and obliged to ſtay at Home (g). Tho' ſoine ſay 


High-Church had done as happily had She let him go, tho' She 
had pay'd his Fraught. But the High-Church Doctors were not 

| then Bleſſed with the SECOND SIGHT, as they have been of 

Late, Witneſs Sachevere//, who could open Eliſha's Servants eyes, 
to ſee the Inviſible Danger his Maſter was in from the Horſes and 
Chariots of Fire that ſurrounded hin (). All the World hither- - :; 
to had thought, theſe Horſes and Chariots of Fire had been tige 
Prophets Guard not his Danger; But they have wanted the 


Doctor's Spectacles. And indeed tlie Doctors Sermon wanted ſuch 


a Key for opening its Myſteries, it being almoſt one Continued 


miſtake of the Churhes Danger for her Safeguard. But to our 
Story. . | 
All the forſaid Rigour could not reconcile - the Nation to. the 


Liturgie. The LONG Parliament, wluch, at its firſt downſiting, 


(e) See Huler Ch. Hiſt. Book 11. p. 136-—- 143. Warwick's 
Memoirs. p. 80. (f) id. ibid. p. 159. (g) Lide Magnal. A- 
meric. (h) See the Blunder in his Sermon Fal/e Brethren p. 31. 


| « HE | had 
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| „ ö 
had as few Whigs in it, as perhaps ever any had (3), did, in 
the Year 1641, order Dr. Uſher Archbiſhop of Armagh, Dr. 
Williams Biſhop of Lincoln, Dr. Prideaux, Dr. Ward, Dr. Brown- 
rige, Dr. Featly, Dr. Hacker to reviſe it. They did fo. And gave 
in their Animadver/ions on it, which, who ſo liſts to Read, will ſoon 
be convinced, they were not ſatisfied with it. Let, none who, I hope, 

will deny, that theſe were as excellent Men and as Eminent Di- 
vines as the Church of England can boaſt of. En 
The plain Matter is, that Parliament deſigned only to Reform 
the Liturgie, and, for for that purpoſe, Convocate the Weſtirin- 
ler Aſſembly in the Year 1643. But upon that Aſſembly's Re- 
view and Report, the Parliament found there was no other way 
of Mending it, but as a certain Gentleman deſired the Gun-ſmith N 
to mend his Piſtol, by giveing it a new Stock, a new Lock, and a IM vs 
new Barrel. No other way of Correcting it, but according to the in 
Firtuoſo's receipt (mentioned by a certain Church of England MW tc 
Writer in much the like caſe, ) for Correcting the Malignancy of B 
A 
't 
F 


Cucumbers, viz. 1 ſcrape em, and waſh em and ſpice en wel, 
and then throw em away. So thParliament upon the Conſideration 
of the manifold inconveniences that had riſen by that Book in the 
Kingdom, concluded it neceſſary, inſtead of Reforming, to Aboliſh it. 
When it was thus aboliſhed, there were ſome People turn'd 
5 Fonder of it, than ever before, but upon what Il 1 
In the time of Principles? what new Charms had they di- Nc 
the Long Parli- covered in it? Take the account in the words 
_ ament, and Civil of a very great Man, I mean, the Author of 
Wars. 7 the whole Duty , Man.------- I am Loath, faith 

| *he ( ), to go further, and to ſuſpect that 
*EVEN SOME OF THE DEVOUTER- SORYT 
were Inſpired more by the Spirit of OPPOSITION than 
| © Piety yet, 1 confeſs, tis hard to reſiſt that Surmiſe when 
**tis conſidered, that our LITURGTIE never had its due Ve- 


(Ci) See Clarendon's Hiſt. Baxters Life. (Kk) Cauſes' of the 
Decay of Chriſtian Piety cap. 8 


Aeration 


A | RT. £ 5 
neration, but when the DIR 5 CTORY was ſet up againſt it. 
Indeed he that ſhall remember how our Private ORATORIES 3 
were then Thronged and Cruded, and fhall now compare it with 
our Empty Churches, will be tempted to tllink our Devotion was 
vas of that ſort, which is excited by INTERDICT, and Deadn'd 
„ by INVITATIONS ;, 2 Perverſe kind of Zeal, kindled onl 
by Antiperiſlaſis or Colliſion, none of that pure Flame that deſcends 
from Heaven. Thus he, and, Sir, there are ſome freeſpoken 
People venture to ſay, that it is juſt ſo with you Now as it was then. 
I need not bring the Hiſtory further down, nor tell you how 
the Liturgie was reſtored; what Diviſions and 
heart burnings it created and kept up In the In K Charle's the 
Nation for the ſpace of 28 Years, till the Go- 24's time &e. 
vernment {aw there was a neceſſity of Indulg- 
ing People in their Non-conformity by a Legal Toleration ; tho 
to this day Non-conforming Minifters are not allowed to enjoy 
Benefices. - Theſe things are within the Memory of the Living. 
And the Feaſt of St. Bartholemew, in the Year 1662 ( 1), will 
'tis likely be well nigh as well remembred in England, As the ſame 
e Feaſt Anno 1572, will be in France upon another account. | 
t. So much for the Hiſtory, beſides the Service- 
d ableneſs of which againſt your Author, which Uſe of the pre- 
I have already hinted, I crave leave, ere I pro- ceeding account. 
{- WW ceed to draw an Inference or two from the whole. 
81. In the firſt Place, you know the Mighty Talkers of your 
of Party, who Conjure down the whole Modeſt Part of the Creation 
mh with a Stentorian noiſe equally void of Truth and Argument, Com- 
monly repreſent all ſuch as except againſt the Liturgie, as accompany 
1 WW 2:4k People, whoſe Objections flow meerly from want of Judge- 
ment. But, from the Hiſtorical deduction before given ( ſuffict- 
eitly documented from your own Writers) I hope it appears, that 
tneſe in England of the higheſt Character, the beſt quality, the 
moſt Conſummate Wiſdom, the Greateſt Learning, have been as 


(I) See Stat. 13, and 14. Car. 2. cap, FL 


litle in Love with it, as we GS W bigs are, It were too much 


vanity in us to Reſent the being herded with ſuch Company, and 


too Churliſh to grudge theſe TALKERS the Character of the on- 


ly Wiſe-men of G 
2. Secondly, From what has been fail you may gather, how 
Intolerable the vanity of the Writers of your fide is, in crying 
up the Service-Book as a Perfect Peice, and Adoreing it almoſt as 
if like the Image of Diana it had Dropt down from Heaven. *Tis 
impoſlible there can be any thing more inſulſe than ſome of their 
flights on that Subject. For inſtance, when Dr. Gauden tells us 
(in), © that the Liturgie is the only Balis of Glory, Charity, U- 
© nity, Safety Reformation and true Religion, and that, in the 
VA RIATION of the Liturgie, England muſt SHAKE 
*HANDS with all theſe. if he had meant SHAKEING 
HANDS by way of welcome, I believe ſome others might have 
been of his mind, but meaning it, as he did, by way of farewel, 
did he think People were to be Harangued out of their Senſes : : 
For how oft has it been VARIED already. Don't you ſee how 
England has had almoſt as many Service-Fooks as Soveraigns, Was 
it not Twice Varied in King Edward's time, once in Queen 
Elizabeth's, once in King James the ſixth's time, once in 
King Charles the | ſecond's time. You'll poſſibly ſay, it then 
go the finiſhing ſtroke, and is now Perfect. So Dr. South would 
have us believe, Let-us ( ſaith he) have our Liturgie Continued 
with us AS IT 1 S, till the Perſons are bern, who thall be able 
© to mend it or make a better; and we deſire no greaver ſecurity, 
* againſt either the Altering this, or introduceing - ancther. (n). 
Was not Her Majeſty (I pray God Bleſs her) born, when he 
wrote this? Were not the Members of the Late Convocation born 
then? And did nut Her Majeſty appoint them to mend it? Did 
not they Employ a conſiderable part of their time laſt Seſſion in 
mending 1 it: For is not the Adding what's Wanting and. Convent 


(m ) Liturgie Conſid. (n ) South's Serm. vol. id Ep. dedic. 
Mor. 1693. | 
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ont, Mending £ Every Tinker, Tyler, and Cobler, ſpeak ſo, 
and all ſuch as Employ em. But ſo it is, fir, that uſually in your 
Writers on the Liturgie, one cannot find the Logick for the Pane- 
Hrich, nor diſcern the Reaſon for the Rheroarck. e 
3diy, From the Preceeding account of Non- conformity to the 


Liturgie, even by the Church of England Clergy, you may col- 


lect; What a wiſe part, you fir and ſome other of the Scorch E- 
piſcopal Clergy ACT in ſetting it up and introduceing it into 
this Kingdom. Experience, they fay, teaches even Fools; But 


ſome ſuch incorrigible Fools there are in the World, that bray em 
with a Peſtil in a Mortar, thry will not be Wiſe. You have ſeen 
in the preceeding Account, how the Liturgie, ſince it was firſt - 
Hatched, has been the Bone of Contention in England. And would 
then any, either wiſe or good Man, bring in ſuch a Fireball into 


his own Country? You could hardly make the Face of a Con- 
gregation in many places in the late times, tho you had- the Go- 


vernment in your hands, and enforced a Conformity with the moſt 
Unaccountable ſeverities, and will the Introduceing a new way of 


Worſhip to which the Kingdom had always an Averſion, make 


you more Popular. Let England enjoy Her Liturgie ( very good 


Reaſon ) till the Man be Born who can mend it or make a better, 
But pray fir, what have Ve to do with it? Do ye intend there- 
by to confirm the Old Forged Claim (o) of the Engliſh Primates 
whether Canterbury or York to the Obedience of the Scorch Clergy, 
and therby Betray your Church? Or, would you impoſe upon 


| the Nation a Badge of Slavery, ſuch a K. Edward the firſt did, 


who, when by perjury and Tyrranny he had Subdued us; Tho' 
our Forms of es. then were otherwiſe agreeable enoug to the 
Romiſh, which was then deem'd the Catholick Standard, yet, as a 
mark of our Slavery to the Engliſh, would have us to receive 7heir 


Liturgie Secunduri uſum SARUM: And would you Treacher- 


ouſly Act the like part over again? You are yet worſe than your 


Fore· fathers in the 1637. For, tho they were content to be the 


(o) See Dr. Nicholſow's Scottiſh Hiſtorical Library p. 352. 
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Tools in Impoſing 2 Liturgie, without conſent either of Church or 
State; Let they utterly. refuſed to admitt the Engliſh Liturgie, 


Leſt it ſhould be taken as an Acknowledgment of the Church cf 


Scotland's Dependence on, or Subjection to the Church of England. 


NW Either, Sir, you hope to make good - your attempt, that is, to gct 


the Engliſh Liturgie Eſtabliſhel by Law as the Liturgie of this 
Nation, or not. If not, then your deſign is only Divi/con, and 
that you may enflame Humours which already Blaze to high; 
And ſuch a deſign as that all good Men muſt deteſt. If you do 
hope to make it good, pray ſatisfie me whereon you found your 
Hopes. Is it on the Inclination of the Body of the People? I be 
lieve you may aſſure your ſelf the Engliſh Litingie will be the laft 
thing ever they will be reconciled to. Is it, that you think Eng- 
land with whom we are now United, will lend her hand to the 
Eſtabliſhing of it? You might as well repreſent e'in as the moſt 
Perfidious Nation in the World, that had no regard to the moſt 
Solemn Contracts, Preſbytry in Scotland being declared a FUNA 
MENTAL ARTICLE of the UNION. Or is it, that you in- 
deed think the Engliſh Liturgie to contain a better Way of Wor- 
1hip than what your ſelves uſed in the late times. I am well aflur- 


c of it, that many reputed amongſt the moſt Learn'd and Judici- 


ous both of your Clergy and Laity think otherwiſe, and ſo you 
are likely to create a Diviſien among your ſelves, unleſs Odem 
tertij, which is but a very indifferent kind of Cement, unite you 
Don't you know, fir, there are many Thouſands even of the Church 
Communion in England, who themſelves acknowledge there are 
many exceptionable things in the Liturgie, and that it is retained, 
not becauſe tis the VERY BEST, but upon the old Politick, that 

"tis Dangerous to innovate or looſe a PINN, And are not you 
very Ripely adviſed, when you ſeek to Introduce that into Scotland 

which England her ſelf would not retain as it is, were it not on 
a Politick rather than Principle, and à Politick too, which ſhe her 
- ſelf judged a falſe one in the Caſe of the Romiſo Church at the 
Reformation. Seeing then it cannot be the Intrinſick excellency 
or even Innocency of the Engliſh Liturgie which alluresyou; 8 ” 


* 
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chat there is not the leaſt Probability that the Nation will will- 
ingly receive it? And that tis a Wickedneſs to Imagine that England 
ſhould ever obtrude it; I know nothing you can defign by your 
Attempts, but to make the Breach wider in the Nation; Nor any 
other effect they can have, but that; unleſs it be to make your 
ſelves the more Odious. But ſo it is, that ſome people are at once 
doomed to the moſt ky 8 lar and Unjuſtifiable Methods, 80 
much for Uſe after our Preſbyterian Wax. 
I proceed now Particularly to conſider our Reformers enumerate 


any thing or whether indeed any thing can be Adduced, whence 
it may be 1nferred, that they were ſatisfied with or Conformed to 
the Engliſh Liturgie. EO ee ee eee SE 2b PET 


Whether it be true, (as the Author of the Fun- 
damental Charter of Preſbytry aſſerts ) that it was 
the Conſtant and Uniform Practice of our Scotch Re- 
formers, to join in the Communion of the Church 
oO England, vig. in their Litmgical Worthip, when 
. po they had Occaſion? Or briefly, whether they 
cb © were fatisfied with, or Conformed to the Engliſh 
ou Liturgie? 0s wo ae no A ( He 


5 
L 
{ 
] 
: 
{ 
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Ml Before 1 begin, I defire you to Advert, that the Firſt Bock of 
ch Diſcipline, which was Compiled Anno 1560, the Year wherein 


ire the Reformation got the Legal Eſtabliſhment,' was concerted upon 


ech Principles perfectly oppoſite, in all the Controverted points, to 


hat thoſe of the Engliſo Litingie. Every Man that ever Read the two 


Books will own this, your Author himſelf has ob- — . 
{ervdit (). And therefore we may take it for (p) P. 168. 
Granted, That whomſoever of our Reformers wre 


ENGLISH LEITURGIEMEN. 
begin then with the Man your Author ends with, to wit Mr. 


3 


by your AUTHOR, and to examine, whether He has Adduced 


ſhall find had a hand in Compiling that Book, were certainly no 


Knox.- 


( 36: 5 
Fw: as having been the moſt Eminent of all our 
| Reformers, by whom our Reformation was main- 
bon 'd, and under whoſe Conduct it was carrrd on, and there- 
iy ore Deſerving to lead the Van. The Author of the Charter Ac- 


a " . r 9 
1 nox. | TA 
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| know ledges that Knox was diſpleas d with Somerhings in the Eng- 


% Liturgie, but denies that he thought the Terms of her Con:- 
munion Sinfull ; And only judg d his own or rather the Genevan 
„ Model purer. What feeds more, ſays he, (% 
3 (40 b. 75. He liv'd in Communion with the Church ef Eng- 
13 land, he went not there to keep Conventicles, 

* he Preach'd before K. Edward himſelf. And who knows 


* not, That in K. Edward's time all Schiln and Non- conformity 


* were ſufficiently diſcqurag d. Now, tho all this appears to be 


meer Sham by the Hiſtorical Deduction before given, yet I ſhall 
Trace Knox thro' the ſeveral Stages of his Life, from the time he 


began to be noticed, or to make any Publick Fi igure; And if in 


every one of them, we don't find him declaring againſt the Eng- 


iſo Forms and Litur gie, or the Principle on which the Liturgie 
is form'd, or the Exgliſb Church Conſtitution, then, Sir, I'm con- 
tent all your Author's Aſſertions be Demonſtrations. . 

In the firſt Place, Knox, before he took upon him the Function 


of a Preacher, which he id in the Year 1547, and of his Life 


the 42, © Wearied, faith his Hiſtory (7), of Removing from 
Place to Place by Reaſon of the Perſecution that came upon him 
by the Biſhop of St. Andrews, he was determin'd to have left 
Scotland, and to have viſited the Schools of Germany For of 
England then he had no pleaſure, by Reaſon, that although the 
Pope s Name was Suppreſſed, yet his Laws and Corruptions remain'd 
in full Vigor. 

The very firſt Year after he became a Preacher, being - call'd 
before John Major Sub-Prior of St. Andrews, he was charg'd for 
Teaching That the Sacraments of” the New Teſtament ought to be 

WO: DN as they Were Inſtituted by daun Jeſus, and e 


r ) Fol Edit, London 1644. p. 7⁴. 


by 


. is 
«by his Apoſtles, Nor ought there. any thing to be Added unto 
them, nor Diminiſhed ſrom them. And what then ſhall become 
of the Croſs in Baptiſm, and Kneeling at the Euchariſt? He was 
charg'd moreover with Teaching * THAT PRAYER FOR THE. 
*DEAD, IS VAIN, AND TO THE DEAD IS IDOLATRY. 
And yet both theſe were at that time both the Doctrine and Prac- 
tice of the Church of Englaud. And in his Conference, when 
the Sub-Prior alledg'd, Thar the Church may lawfully deviſe 
Rites and Ceremonies for decoring the Sacraments and other parts 
of Divine Worſhip, John Knox replicd, * Thar no Man in the 
*Worſhip of GOD might appoint any Ceremonie, giving it a Sig- 
nification to his Pleaſure. (). This Principle ot his overturns 
the whole Ergliſh Ceremonies at once, and is in terms contrary 
to the 207h Article now protets'd by the Church of England. 
From all this we may gather Nux 's Averſion to the Engliſh 
Forms in King Henry the 81h's time. y 
In K. Edwyara's time, the Perſecution being het here at home, 
Rnox fled to England, and did indeed Preach in Berwick, 
Neu,. Cuſtle, and London, &c. And before the King too. But 
did he uſe the Engliſh Service? Did he conform to it? Did 
he think it Law full to Contorm to't? Does any Hiſtorian ſay 
ſo? No, Nothing of all this, 'tis all pure Imagination ef the Au- 
thor of the Charter, ſo tar was he trom conforming to it, that he 
Declared againſt it moſt Solemnly in the Face of the Council of 
England, and was diſmiſs'd favourably notwithſtanding. © He 
was, ſaies my Author, (t), call'd betore the Councill of E»g- 
land, and had a great Debate with the Biſhops ot Canterbury 
and Ely, and others about the way ot entring into the Miniſtry; 
Kneeling at the Communion, Sc. they diſmiſs*'d him favourably 
F and proferred him a Benefice in London, but he declin'd it. 
Or take the Account from his own Manuſcript (w ) © When 
,, he was called before the chief of the Councill, where were pre- 


d (1) Spotſwood p. 85,87. (t) Great Dict. in Ru (w ) 
by 


\pud Calderwood p. 3a- 
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whether he was of that Judgement, That none might ſerve in the 
«* Miniſtry within England according te the Rites and Laws of 
the Realm, He Anſwered, THAT NONE MIGHT LAWFUL. 
LX. Being demanded, Why he kneeled not at the Lords Su- 


per, He Anſwered, That Chriſt's Action was moſt perfect, that 


*it was fitteſt to fellow his Example, that Kneeling was Man's 


Imagination. After hot Reaſoning, they ſaid, they were ſorry 


to know him to be of a contrary mind to the common Order, 
He Anſwered, That he was more ſorry, That the common Order 
* ſhou*d be contrary to Chriſt's Inftitution. « This is ſufficient to 
ſhew his Sentiments of the Eugliſh Forms and Conſtitution in K. 
Ede rds time- He was indeed glad that they were upon the 


way of Reforming, which is all that can be gathered from his 


Admonition totbe Pre icſlors of the Truth in Exg land Anno 1554. 
but that he was fatisfi'd with the Advances they had made, or 
that he thought the remaining Corruptions might be Lawtully com. 
plyed with is a meer Dream without the leaſt title in Hiſtory to 
ſupport it. Which will ſurrther appear by what follows. 

King Edward being dead, and Mary upon the Throne, Ko: 
fled to Geneva, whence within a ſhort time he was call'd by the 


Engliſh Exiles at Francfort to be their Miniſter. Had he he 
| alter'd his Sentiments about the Liturgie? No. On the con. 


trait, he alledg'd in a Publick Sermon, That nothing ought to 
be thruſt upon any Congregation, without the warrant of the 
Word of GOD, he offered to prove, That in the Eugliſh Boch 
ſomethings were SUPERSTITIOUS, IMPURE, IMPERFECT, 
*and affirm'd that among mary things which provock*d God" 
Anger avainſt England, Slackneſs to Relorm Religion v hel 


Iime and Place was granted, was one. In a Word, he prevails 
wich them to Reject the Engliſh Liturgie, and to adhere to ons 


ot their own, the ſame in all the main Parts with the Gee 

Liturgie. This is ſo notour a piece of Hiſtory, that no Man 

5 eyer denicd it, the Author of the Charter himſel 

(y) P. 79. confeſſes it, (v) and every Church n o 
. EY | | V. 
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that time relates it (2). But ſome High Flown Divines ſo re- 
ſented this, that tho* they were in a ſtate of Perſecution themſelvs, 
yet they rais'd a Storm of Perſecution againſt him, and with all 
the baſenels that mean Sculs are capable of, treacherouſly accus'd 
him to the Senate of Treaſon againſt the Emperor, which oblig'd 
him once more to retire to Geneva, So impoſlible is it tor High: 
Flyers riot tobe Perſecutors (x). But to proceed, 
In May 1559, upon an Invitation by the Lords of the Con- 
Congregation, Knox return'd to Scotland, and did he nat bring 
home with him his former Sentiments of the Exgliſßh Forms and 


ſenſe. 


| + Celum non Ani mum mutant, qui trans Mare currunt. 
For, as the Author ot the Charter calculats ()) 
in April thereatter Auno 1 560, He, in commiſion (y) P. 170. 
with. ſome others began to form the firſt Book of 
Diſcipline, wherein we find the Superſtitious Obſervation of Faſt 
and Feaſt Days, Chriſtmaſs, Circumciſion, Epiphany, &&c, con- 


the Sacraments, Croſſing in Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Lords Sup- 
per, Singing or Reading at Burials Diſcharg'd. The Order of 
Geneva tor Adminiſtring the Sacraments, with our own Common 
„Fra ers, and Order tor the Reading of the Scripture, with the 
to Geneva Carcchiſm recommended and approv'd. 
the In the Year 1566, *twas he that mov'd the Aſſembly to write; 
ok cas he that carry d the Letter before me:ition'd to the Biſhops 
ol Eiglaud againit impoſing the Surplice. And in the Year 1572 
he Died. And no Man, | believe, ever faid, That he alter'd his 


hen 

oy (u) See brief Diſc, of the Troubles at Francfort.. Burnet's 
one} Hiſt. Retorm · Abridg'd, page 3907 Calderwood page 3d. Fuller 
5 Book 87%, page 75 Sc. (x ) Sec Calvin Epilt- Cnoxo & Gre- 


galibus- 

ä find, 

+ Who change the Climate, do not change their Mind. 
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Ceremonies? Yes, he verifi'd the Saying of che Poet in the beſt 


dem' nd. The adding any thing to or diminiſhing any thing from 


rd 


TCR e 
Mind as to theſe Things | 


„ 


This, Sir, is ſo plain a Deduction, that I'm hopefull Knores“ 
Opinion or Practice in this Matter ſhall never be again objected 


And yet ere leave him, T have ſomething fut ther to tell you 
of him. And that is, that tho' it be certain, that Nyox never ap- 
prov'd of, nor Conformed to the Englih Liturgie; Yet was 
he the Cauſe of Bettering it in a very important Point. The 
Marter is this. . 5 3 
In the preſent Service Book, you find a Rubrick at the end of 
the Office tor the Communion, explaining the Reaſon of Kneel- 
ing in it, and importing That tis only ane Expreſſion of due Re- 


verence and Gratitude upon the receiving fo particular a Mark of 
the Favour of God; But that no Adoration is intended by it, 


and that they do not think Chriſt is corporally preſent in it, 
This Rubrick was not in K. Edward's firſt Liturgie, but it was 
Pur into his ſecond, and by whoſe influence, think you, was it 
put in? kven Mr. Knox's. This, Dr - Weſton Prolocutor in the 
Diſputation at Oxford with Biſhop Latimer in Q. Mary's Days 
in the Month of April 1554 has told us. A Runnagate q co, 


ſays he, did take away the Adoration or Worſhipping of Chriſt iſ | 


in the Sacrament, by whoſe Procurement that Herely was put in- 
to the laſt Communion Book, ſo much prevail'd that one Man's 
Authority at that time, Thus he ( =). I. muft tell you more, 
Sir, This Rubreckh, tho! ſo very neceſſary, was ſtruck out of 
Queen Eli zabeth's Liturgie, to gratiſie the Papiſts, and it 
was kept out all King James the 6t-h's and King Charles the 
1s time, and was not reſtor'd, but upon the Importunity 
of the Presbyteriaus (after K. Charles the Second's Reſtauras 
tion) in the Conterence at the J'2voy. 

I ſhou'd now have done with Knox, but that I crave leave to 
add a word concerning the Hiſtory which bears his Name. It it 
a Digreſſion indeed but not uſeleſs · 


(2) See Fox Acts and Mon. page (mihi) 985. 7 a 
555 The 
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The Book which is call'd Anox Hiſtory referrs us ( 2 ) to Fox © * W 


his Acts and Monuments, for a Larger Account of Mr. Patrick Wi 
Hamilton on of our Martyrs, from thence Sporfewood ( b ) inferrs, BY 
That certainly Mr. Anox was not the Author of the Hiſtory which 1 
bears his Name, becauſe Mr. Fox Acts and Monuments came not Tt 

to Light till ſoine twelve Years. after Knox's Death, vis, till the WE 
Year 1583, whereas Knox died 1572, and therefore cou'd not cite Wl 
Fox, This the Author of the Charter (c) lays, - f 
greedy hold on, and calls it in his uſuall ſtile DE- (c) Preface | 
MONSTRATIQN. But, Sir, is it indeed true Letter Bg., WM 
that Fox's Acts and Monuments came not to light . 0 
till after K:0x's Death? No, hear Dr. Nicholſon now Biſhop of Wh 
Carlile (d). © Tis certain that *tis referring us to Fox*s Book f 

* Martyrs is no ſuch Argument againſt it's being written by him Wi 

*( Knox ), as the good Archbiſhop ( Spotſivood! ) repreſents it 1 
For there was an Edition of that Work in Latine at StrasÞurg 1 
in 1554, and another at Baſil in 15 59, both which were long 14 
before Anox's Death, tho the firſt Engliſo Edition in 1583, was 1 
indeed about a dozen a Years after it. Here is one Demonſtra - 
N ton fairly ſpoil'd. But yet further, is it indeed true what Dr. 
' WW Nicholſon ſays, That the firſt Engliſh: Edition of Fox was in the © + I; | 
Lear 15832 No, the contrary is certain, by this Token, that at 1 
the Writing hereof I have Fox's Acts and Sr ons in Engliſh = | 
hing before me, IMPRINTED AT LONDON BY JOHN i 


DAT DWELLING OVER ALDERS-GATE, BENEATH 


SA TNT MARTINS, ANNO 1563. CUM GRATIA ET 


PRIVILEGIO REGIZ MAJESTATIS. This, Sir, was 


were miſtaken for 1583 is evident: For In. After the Caleu- 


Page 190. 
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twenty Years before 1583, and nine Years before Knox's Death. 
This Engliſþ Copy has the Story of Mr. Patrick Hamilton page 460. 
| Tbat this Date is not an Error in the Printing, as if the Year 1563, 
dar at the beginning of the Book, there is an Almanack for 31 


(a) Page Ah, (b) Page 267. (a) Si Hi. Libr. 
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Years, and the firft of theſe 31 Ves is the Year 1563. 240. At 
_ te end of the Book, on the Reverſe of the laſt Leaf of the Index, 


42 Y 


we have the Picture of Day the Printer, Fiatis ſuæ 40, Anno 1562: 


and the Book being finith'd and Printed off, as it {elf ſays, Ma: cþ 


20. By this Account the Years 1562 and 1563, are the ſame ac- 
cording to the different ways of Computation. 3tio, There is pre- 
fix d to the Book a Preface by the Author directed to the Perſecu- 


ters of God's Truth comtnonly call d P AP 1S' TS, wherein he {peaks 


of the Proteſtants, that WITHIN THESE TWO YEARS had 


been flain in France by the Guiſe. Now two years before 1583, 
the Guiſe ſlew none of the Porotoſtants, for there was Peace made 


Anno 1580, which laſted five Years. Whereas within two Years 


before 1563, the Guiſe flew Fifty Thouſand of the Hugenots (e). 


Innumerable other Evidences might be drawn out of to Book | it 
ſelf, but I need not inſiſt. 

After all Ldo not affirm, that Knox's Hiſtory, as we now Hate 
it, was Written b himſelf, let ſuch as Iſt Diſpute that, tis none 
of my preſent buſineſs, but I have adduc'd all this to prove, that 
the great Epiſcopal Demonſty ation againſt it's being his, is Demon. 
firably false in whole and in part. AndT believe, with a little Pains 


taking, the fame Account might be given of ſome other of your 


Author” s Demonſtrations on the ſame Head. But enough of Knox, 
Proceed we now to the reſt of our Reformers mention'd by your 
Author. We find, faith he, (F) all ſuch of our 


6e J. 72. * Reformers as in times of Perſecution fled into W 


England, {till joyning with the Church of Exy- 


4 lend. E. G. Friar Alexander Seaton, when he was forc'dto fly in 


. Jumes the: 5th's time went to England, and 
Seaton, = became the Duke of Sufolk's Chaplain, and Died 
in that Service. This is all he adduces for proving 


him a Church of England. Man. Now let us confider the weight of it 


In the Firſt Place, this Friar Seaton went out of Scotland 33 


Fears before the Legal Eſtabliſhment of the Reformation, and ne- 


iP f) See P. effenderf Davila, . 
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ver return'd again; So that whatever Communion he was of? our- 
Reformation was LITTLE, Ithink, I mayſay NOTHING 
influenc'd by him. Secondly, tis true he fled into England, but 


when ? Spotſwwood puts it (g) in the Year 1527 or 28, that is, 


about fix or ſeven Years before K. Henry had ſo much as renounc'd 


the Pope's Juriſdiction. And did he fly from Popery in Scotland; 


that he might joyn with it in England? zdhy, Tis true alſo That 
he became the Duke of Ss Chaplain, *But neither his being 
Chaplain nor Miniſter will infery his Conforming to the Liturgie, 
without ſome other Particular Evidence Md is clear from the Hiſto- 
rical Deduction before given. 4thly, Then, Does any Hiſtorian - 


tay, That he did, in any time of his Life, Conform to the Litur- 


gie? Not one. 5thly, Is it not at leaſt probable, That he did Con- 


form? No, the Contrary is certain - For, before he went out 


of Scotland, he taught, ſays Spotſwood (H) THAT THE, 
*LAW OF GOD IS THE ONLY RULE OF RIGHTE- 
* OUSNESS, AND THAT IF GOD'S LAW BE NOT VE 
*OLAFED, NO SIN IS COMMITTED. A Principle that 
quite deſtroys the Churches Power to impoſe Ceremonies. This 
Principle, I ſay, he taught while at home in his Native Country, 
and when he to England, he was brought into trouble in K. 


Henry's d the Popith Biſhops, upon which there was a Re- 


port ſp That he had Recanted, but Spotfizvod ſays expreſſy, 
That NEVER denied AN Y Point that formerly he had 


taught. I think then the Friar will do us no harm. 
A third Reformer is Alexander Aleſs, * He ſays your Author, 
* was in. great favour with K. Henry, and was 
*calPd the King's Scholar; He was a Member of Aleſs 
the Engliſh Convocation, and diſputed againſt 
* 9tokeſly Biſhop of London, and maintain'd there were but two Sa- 
*craments Baptiſm and the Euchariſt Amo 1536 or 37. And he 
*1t was'that firft turn'd thEErghſb Liturgie into Latine for Bucer's 
* Uſe, as both Burnet and Heylin in their Hiſtories of the Engliſh 


( g Page 64. [ h) Ubi ſupra. / s 
n Keform 
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Refofmation tells us. Thus far your Author. Now let's Ex- 
amine all this. In the firſt place, Aleſs went out of Scotland in the 
Year 1534, which was 26 years before the Legal Eſtabliſhment 


of the Reformation, and never return'd again; So that the Set- 


tlement of our Reformation was no way influenc'd by him, what- 
ever his Principles were. 24h, His having diſputed agamit the 


Biſhop of London, is 2 very odd kind of Evidence of his being of 


the Communion of the then Church of England. I'm ſure all the 
World except your Author, wou'd take it for an Evidence of the 
Contrary. But 2dly, Did he in the year 1536 or 37. maintain 


there were but two Sacraments Baptiſm and the Euchariſt ® Then 


fay I, certainly he was not of the ſame Principles with the THEN 
Church of England, For all the World knows ſhe maintain'd 
more. For, a Year after that Diſpute, we find a Declaration 
ſign'd by Cronneel the King's Vicegerent, by the two Archbiſhops, 
Eleven Biſhops, and twenty Divines, wherein ORDERS are de- 
| clar'd to be a Sacrament inſtituted by Chriſt (i). And the thing 
is certain, that the Church of England then inamtain'd ſeven Sa- 


craments as well as the Church of Rome. 4rhly, Was he a Mem- 


ber of the Engliſh Convocation & This, if, true, might ſay ſome- 
thing, but, Sir, 'tis true pure birth of your Author's own rich 
Fancy, without any other Father or Mother. Spotſwood indeed 
faith (E) That he Diſputed againſt Szokeſly BEFORE the Con- 
vocation; and Burner tells us (I), That Cromwel intertain'd him 
in his Houſe, and that he was AFPOINTED to deliver his Mind 
in that Matter of the Sacraments; but never Man, before your 
Author, made fhim a Member of the Convocation. The whole 
Matter is this. There was a Convocation kept PRO RE NATA, 
He was BY CHANCE brought to't, and while he ſtood by, be- 
ing known to be a Man of Learning, he was deſir'd to give his 
judgement, which he did. Take the Original Story from Fox 
(m), When as the Pope was abolifted out of England, and that 


Ez) Burnet Book I, Page 206. ER Page 66 
Page 171, (m) Adds and Mon. page 594. . 


there 
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Page 398. 
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there were diverſe tumults about Religion, it ſeem'd good unto - 
K. Henry to appoint an Aflembly of Learned Men and Biſhops, 


© which thould ſoberly and modeſtly intreat and determine thoſe 
© things which pertain'd unto Religion. Briefly, at the King's 
* Pleaſure all the Learned Men, but eſpecially the Biſhops Aſſem- 
© bled, to whom this Matter ſeem'd chiefly to belong. Cromuel 
* was allo preſent with the Biſhops, who BY CHANCE brought 


with him Alexander Aleſus unto the Convocation, WHOM HE. 
MET BY THE WAY----------Andafter the Archbiſhop of Can- 


* terbury had ended his Oration, Cromwel commanded Alefius which 
* ood by (whom he perceiv'd to give an attentive ear to that 
which was ſpoken ) to ſhew his Mind and Opinion. Aleſius af- 
ter he had firſt done his Duty to the Lord Cromwel, and to the 


* other Prelats of the Church, ſaid, THAT ALBEIT HE CAME 


*THITHER ON IHE SUDDEN, NOT FORETHINKING 
* ANY; THING OE THiS MATTER, YET S. Thus Fox. 
Judge now, Sir, if he was a Member of the Convocation. But 
5thly, Admitting he had been a Member of the Convocation, yet 
he was diſſatisfid with the State of the Engii/b Church, and there- 
fore went into Saxony and became Profeſſor in the Univerſity of 


Lipſa, immediatly upon the Fall of his Patron Crommell in the 


Year 1540, which was 8 or 9 Tears before there was any other 
Liturgie in England, but the Popiſb Miſſul and Breviary with the 
Primar before ſpoken of (n). 67hly, but, ſays your Author, He 
turn'd the Engliſh Litargie iuto Latine for Pucer's Uſe. *Tis true, 


it was ſent over to him for that end, and he actually did turn it 


into Latine, and caus'd Print it at Lipſa 1551 (0). But does 
that ſay That either he, or Bucer, or indeed any body elſe was 


fatisfied with it? No, it ſales the direct Contrary: For that was 


K. Edward's firſt Liturgie which he turn'd, they were all ſenſible 
of it's Corruptions, they reſolv'd to have it mended, aud to have 
Bucer's judgement on it for that purpoſe, and therefore gave Aleſs 


Cl 


(1) See Spotſivcod page 66. (o) Veer, Eccleſ. Polit. Vol. 1. 
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the trouble of putting it into Linas Sol hos i all is yet ſafe. 
In 7 next Place, Your Author produces a Couple of our. Re- 

formers together, viz, John Fife and one Mcdowal, 
Fife.” A They, fays he, ſtay* d as pts in England as leſs 
did, and *tis not to be doubted, that they were of 
the fame eie | 
J aſſure you, Sir, I doubt not but they were of the ſame Prin- 
ciples, that is, certainly they were not of Engliſh 
and Mcdowal Principles, as we have already ſeen Aleſs was not; 
And if they had been of Engiiſh Principles, as the 


| _ Enoliſh Principles ran then, they had been but very ſorry Divines, 


as you may eaſily gather from the Account before given of the 
State . in England at that time. But more particularly, 
John went out of Scotland in the Year 1534, fix and twenty 
Vears bade the Legal Eſtabliſhment of the Reformation; He 
ſtay d in England fix years, there being ſome Hopes that K. Hen! 7 
would proceed to 2 further Reformation, after his renounceing 
the Pope. But being diſappointed of this Hope by the Act of the 
Stx Articles made Anno 1539, next Year he went beyond Sea (9), 
and became Divinity Profeſſor iu Lip/:a, ſo that he left Fngland 8 
or 9 years before the firſt Draught of the Eng liſo Liturgie. From 
I (as Knox tells us (9) he return'd to his Native Country, 
tho” at what time, or what T igure he made after he return'd, I do 
not find; I'm ſure it is more credible, that he return'd of German 


than of Engliſh Principles, for of his Satisfaction with the Engli/» - 


Liturgie or Church Conſtitution there is not the leaſt Document. 
As for Mcdowa! he went out of Scotland at the {ame time with 

Fife, ſtay d as long in England as he did, remov'd out of it at the 

ame time, and became a Burgo-Maſter near by him, in one of the 
Towns of Saxon y (r). And Scotland never ſa his face again (/) 

Our next Reformer Produc'd by your Author is 7obn Mcbee, 

s Who ( fays he ) dureing his Abode in England 

Mecbee * was liberally intertained by Nicol Shaxton Biſhop 


D ) Spotſtwocd pag. 66. (q) Page 22. (r ) Spot ſioood Ubi 
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of Salisbury, who made much account of him, which is no Ar- 
gument, I think, that he was a Presbyterian. Thus he. For 
Anſwer to which take the following Account both of Mchee and 
Shaxton, ih | 5 
This Mchee was he who was commonly call'd Doctor Macaheus, 
a Man of a very eminent Character, and who fled from the Fur 
of the Papiſts Anno 1534, And came into England. This Nicol 
Shaxton, who intertain'd him, made a promiſing Appearance in 
his younger Years, being a Confeſſor for the 'I ruth. for in K. 
Henry's days he reſign'd his Biſhoprick, and was impriſon'd for his 
Oppoſition to the Six Articles (r). Lea ſeveral Years before, he 
was brought into trouble upon the Suſpicion of Here ſie, as they 
call'd it, and ſhou'd have been burn'd with Bilney the Maagyr, but 
that he eſcap'd thro' the favour of blind NIX Biſhop of Norwich ; 
whereupon NIX, after the Burning of Bilney, had a pretty remark- 
able Saying of his own for letting Shaxton eſcape, BY GOD'S 
MOTHER, I FEAR I HAVE BURNED ABEL AND 
LEI CAIN GO (w) And fo it prov'd literally true. For, 
(ſues Burnet, Book 1/? page 197 ) this Shaxton was a proud and 
i natur d Man; in K. Henry's time he Recanted, and ſo was diſ- 
charg'd from Priſon. In K. Edward's time he Hypocris'd and com- 
ply'd with the Reformation. In Q.: Mary's time he Apoſtatiz'd a- 
gun, and, ſays Burner (v), compleated his Apoſtaſie by his Cru- 
elty, in cauſing two Proteſtants to be burn'd Anno 1555. Now, 
Sir, from this Relation I have given, I think Mcbee's Intertainment 
by Shaxion (were there not other Evidences ) wou'd be as little 
an Argument of his being either a good Man or a good Proteſtant, 
as Of his being Presbyterian. But then obſerve what follows. ; 
Mebee, it ſeems, quickly diſcovered the Biſhops ill temper, and 
therefore left him, before the Liturgie was forn'd, and being il! 
ſatisfied, it ſeems, (as who cou'd be otherwile? ) with the State 
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(t) Burnet page 228, Lib. 1j, ft. Fuller's Church Hiſt. 
Book 52h, page 231. (W) Fox Acts and Mon. page 478. (v) 
bi Book 34, page 286. e 
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of Religion in England at that time, he departed into Dutchland 
( 14), thereafter he became Chaplain to the K. of Denmark, and 


dy'd in his Service in the Lear 1550 (x) ten years before the 
Legal Settlement of the Reformation 11 Scotland, and two years 


before the Compileing K. Edward's ſecond Liturgie. And now 

after all this, make him a Church of England or Liturgie-Man, 
the beſt way you ever can. 7 x . 

Sir John Borthwick comes next, He ( ſays your Author ) was 

* charg'd, with Hereſie Anno 1540 for maintaining 

Porthwick. That the Hereſies commonly called the Hereſies 

 *of England, AND THEIR NEW LI 

<TURGIE, was commendable, and to be embraced of all Chri- 


* ſtians, and that the Church of Scotland ought to be Govern'd, - 


after the Manner of the Church of Englaud, i. e. under the King, 
and not the Pope as ſupreme Governour. And for this Inſtance 
he cites Syotſwood, and Petrie, who Copied, I believe, from him. 
Now let me inquire a little into it. 8 

In the firſt place, is it indeed true, That Sir 70h was charg'd 
with maintaining, That the new Liturgie of England was com. 

mendable, and to be embrac'd of all Chriſtians « No, no ſuch 
thing, Mr. Fox has the Articles on which he was charg'd, not by 
way of Minute, as Sp0:fwood, but Verbatim as they were Lybelled 
„ but not a word of the Eugliſb Liturgie in them. ſrom the 
one end to the other. And no wonder indeed, for the Fugliſb had 
no other Liturgie at that time, and for ſeven years after, hut the 


old Books of the Miſſal and Ereviary, as was before obſerv'd. Yea 
when he was Lybell'd, the Miſfal and Ereviary had not receiv'd 


the Raſure before ſpoken of. For Forthwick's Lybell bears Date 
May 28:h 1540 (S), and the ſaid Rafures were not concerted 
and publithed, till after CromroePs Death, which was upon the 2875 
of July thereafter (2). But 2dh%, What tho' Borthwick had been 


(u ) Knox-page 21. (*) Spotſivood page 66. (y) As and 
Mon. page 575 &c. (2) Fox Ubi ſupra, (a) Burnet's Hiſt. Book 
1# page 240-255. 
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Lybelled upon the Liturgie as above, will their Lybelling inferr 


that it was true, ha he thonght ir commendable and to be eib race 

of all Cbriſtiaus? By fo means.” If to accuſe were enough, who 
ſhou'd be innòeent 2 | Borrhwick fled from theſe Brutal Butchers 
the Cardinal and his Creiv: and compear'd not, either to Confeſs 
or Deny his Lybell. But 34, If he had Compear'd, is it likely 
he would have acknowledg'd, That the Engliſh Liturgie or Way 
of Worſhip at that time was commendable 2 No, he was a Gentle- 
man of more ſenſe and Honeſty, Not to keep you then m {uſ- 
pence any longer, the Story is this. Tho' BHorthꝛoich, as I ſaid, 


was not Lybell'd upon the Litingie, yet he was Lybell'd upen 


maintaining the Hereſies of England, and tho he did not compear 


to anſwer, yet having efcap'd their hands, he wrote a Minute and 


diſtinct Anſwer to eich of the Articles, which Anſwer is extant 
Verbatim in tx. And as to that Article of his maintaining the 


Hereſies of England, he rates them as a pack of ignorant Dunces 


for charging him with it. Take his Words. St John in his 1175 
Cap. declareth how Cajaphus High Biſhop of Jeruſalem did Pro- 
© phecy, That Jeſus ſhould die for the People, which thing he ſpake 
being utterly ignorant. The like Image of Blindneſs we have now 
* preſently in our luxurious Cardinal of St. Andrews and his Ad- 
cherents, which accuſed Religion of Hereſie which in the Year of 
our Lord 1540 was had in eſtimation in England; at the which 
time they proclaim'd me an Arch-heretick, although they eſteem 


tine was us d in England, the like the whele Realm of Scorland 
did embrace. In this point onlv, the Engliſh-men differ'd from 
the Scots, that they had Caſt of the Yoke of Antichriſt, che o- 
ther not, Idols were worthipped of both Nations, the profaning of 
the Supper and Baptiſm was like unto them both; Wicked Su- 
* perſtition Reigned on both parts, AND TRUE WORSHIP 
WAS DEFORMED AND DEFACED WIH DETAST- 
ABLE HYPOCRISIE. Truly IT iS MOST FALSE, that 
they do affirm and ſay, that I had ſubſcribed unto ſuch kind of 
Hereſies, as though they had been conformable to the FRE 1 
| N | 2 


the ſame Religion for moſt Chriſtian. For what Religion ar that 
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*REPUGNANT THERETO-——thus He. And judge now if 
Borthwick was not a great Church of England inan, and if your 
Authors inſtanceing him be not much to the purpoſGG. 
PFriar Thomas Guillam ſucceeds, the firſt Publick Preacher of 
W the Reforme'd Religion in Scotland, he by whoſe 
Guillam. Sermons John Knox got the firſt lively Impreſſions 
©» ofthe Truth. This Gri/am ( fates Jar Author) 
© after Arran the Regent Apoſtatized, withdrew and went into 
F  ) w no wt 3 
Well, does any Body ſay he conform'd 2 Not one, your Au- 
thor himſelf confeſſes, that we hear no more of him after that time. 
And yet with an Inimitable nimbleneſs he makes an Argument of 
him; For, becauſe we hear no more of him, from thence, ſays 
he, it is Reaſonable to conclude, tliat he kept the common courſe with 
the other Reforiners there. That is, as he means it, he conform d. 
Thus when ever any of our Reformers ſet foot on Engliſb Ground, 
or Breath Engliſh Air, whether ſomething or nothing be faid of 
them, yet he has a Secret to make them all Conformiſts, as if Eng- 
land could no more bear a Non-conformiſt, than Ireland can do 
Toads. But, Sir, as there is no evidence of his Conforming, ſo 
there are very great Preſumptions, that he did not Cunform. For 
in the firſt Place, if we may judge EX PROLE PARENTEM, 
the Maſter by the Scholar, ſeeing Anox was ſo far from being 1 
Conformiſt, there is very great ground to believe, that Guillam, by 
whom Anox was Principled, was none either. 2dly, If he had 
Conformed when he went to England, he was ſurely-grown worſe, 
than when he was in Scotland; For, while he was the Govern: 


_ our's Chaplain, he Preached againſt the hwocation of Saints (b) 
Whereas when he went up to England, and for atleaſt ſeven years 
after, Invocation of Saints was a part of their Liturgie, as was be. 
fore ſhewed. 34d), Add to all this that he went out of Scotland 10 

years before the Setlement of the Reformation, and never returned, 


(b) Spatſwood page 72. 
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6 that he 0 lane no. hand in ſetling it on Egli Principle 


either as to Worlhip or Government. 
Our next Reformer inſiſted on by your Author i is John Rough, 

Rough. Who, ſaith he, fled to England, & Preached ſome 

years in the Towns of Carliſle, Berwick and Neucaſile; and was 
afterwards Provided to a Bene fice by the Archbiſhop of 7 ork, where 
he lived till the death of K. Edward. When Mary's perſecution 
turn d warm, he fled, and liv'd fometime in Frieſſand. He came 
to London, about ſome buſineſs, Anno 1557, was apprehended, 
and brought before Bonner; Queſtioned, if he had Preach'd any 
fince he came to England? Anſwered he had Preached none. But 
in ſome Places where Godly People were aſſembled, He had read 


the Prayers of the Commnmion-Book ſet forth in the Reign of King 


Ed. II. Queſtioned again, what his Judgement was of that Book? 
Anſwered, He approved it, as agreeing in all Points with the Word 
of God; and ſo ſuffered Martyrdom. I think this man was net- 
ther for Parity, nor againſt Liturgies. Thus far he from Sporſ- 
wood, Now, tho' there be a conſiderable flaw in this account, 
wpotſwood generall taking his own way of telling a Story, yet, FE 
acknowledge, this Mr. Rough ſeems to be more for your Author's 
purpoſe than all the reſt of our Reformers pnt together. How- 


ever, Sir, I defire you take theſe two or three Notes along with 


Mr. Rovgl's Story, which J hope will make it pretty harmleſs to 


to us. In the firſt Place, *Ts certain that he had no hand in ſet- 


tling the Reformation 1n Scotland upon the Engliſo Principles, and 
that for this good Reaſon, that he had been abſent thirteen years 


and was DEAD three years before it was ſettl'd. 2dly, It's as 


certain, that while he was in Scotland, tho he receiv'd an Eng l iſh 


Ven lion, yet he was not of Engliſh Principles; * For he taught 


* that the Sacraments of the New Teſtament ought to be Miniſtred, 
* as they were Inſtituted by Chriſt Jeſus and Practiſed by his Apo- 
*ſtles, and that there is nothing to be added to them, or Diminiſh- 
ed from them (). A Doctrine which quite nullifies Croſling in 


fa Spotſwood page 86. 


(547 )) 


Baptiſm and Kneeling at the Communion. 34h, When he fled 


over to Frie/land in Q. Mary's time, tis not likely, he would a- 
muſe himſelf muell witty ſuch trifles as Ceremonies, being put (as 
Spotſwood and Fox tells us) to the hard ſhift of Earning his dayly 
Bread by knitting Hoſe and Caps. 4h), To the fourth Article 
on which he was charged by Biſhop Bonner, he anſwered, * that 


* tho” he did well like the Communion uſed in K. Edward's days, 


© yet he ſaid, that he had not Miniſtred or Received the fame in 


« Fngland fince tie Queen's Reign, NEITHER YET KNEW = 


ANY THAT HAD THE BOOKS THEREOF! - Whence it 
may ſeem credible that he was not very fierce upon it. How this 
agrees with what he confeſſed in anſwer to the Eight Article, 
tthat ſince his laſt coming into England he had in ſundry Places 


© Prayed and Read ſuch Prayers and Service as is appointed in the 


Book of the Communion is more than I can tell; But that he 


anſwer'd as above, you may ſee in Fox (d). 5thly, One may 


_ approve the Engliſh Liturgie in a Diſpute againſt Papiſts, who yet 
does not SIMPLICITER agprove of it: For in that Cafe the ap- 
- probation can only be extended to thoſe things wherein the Papiſts 
quarrel it and this was plainly Rongh's caſe, ſuppoſe the Story 
were ( 2s it is not) exactly according as Spotſwvood and your Au- 
thor have narrated it. 6:hly, Tho' the Engliſh Liturgie is ſome 
timee call'd the COMMUNjON BOOK, yet in Rough's Proceſs, 
K. Edteard's COMMUNION BOOK, and his LITURGIE are 

5 T Diſtinguiſned; and indeed they were different Books, 48 

J have ſhewed before in the Hiſtoricall account of the Liturgie. 


Now, ſuppoſe Rowgh had approved of K. Edward's COMM CNI- 


ON BOOK, yet would it not thence follow that he had approv- 


ed of his Litrgie, Miniſters were eaſily brought to Subſcribe to 


the FIRST, whom yet no argumetits could perſwade to the 
LATTER; Whereof I'll give you a Famous Inſtance from Cap- 
tam Smith's General Hiſtory of Virginia, New-England and the 


(d) Page 1648. 


Sunner 
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Sumrier Iſles (e). * Amongſt all theſe Troubles ( ſaith he, ad 
* Annum 1619 ) it was not the leaſt, to bring the two Miniſters 
to Subſcribe the Book of COMMON PRA YER, which all the 
* Biſhops of England could not do. The Governour finding it high 
time to attempt ſome Conformity, bethought himſelf of the 2 
* turgie of GARNSEY and JERSEY, wherein all thoſe Particu- 
ars they ſo much ſtumbled at, were omitted. No ſooner was this 

* propounded, but it was glad embraced by them both. Where- 
* upon the Governour Tranſlated it VERBATIM out of French 
into Engliſh, 

Now, Sir, this Lirurgie of GARNSEY and JERSEY was K. 
Edward's Commnnion Book, which, as Fuller witneſſeth (F), 
was tranſlated into French Anno 1553, for the uſe of theſe Iſles. 
You ſee then that Men could willingly Subſcribe to K. Edward's 


Communion Book, who yet would rather Renounce their Native 


Country, and Riſque themſelves through the Atlantick Ocean, 
than Subſcribe to the Liturgie. If, Sir, you can win over all 
theſe Particulars about Rowgh, I ſhall not Wrangle for him. 

I proceed next to Mr. Wiſhart. This excellent Perſon who {i uf- 
fered Martyrdom, Anno 1545, had ſpent ſome _ 
time in England. And your Author is confident Wiſhart. 
that he return'd to Scotland, not of Presbyterian 
Principles. And I am as confident NOT- of ENGLISH Prin- 
ciples - For conſidering what the Engliſh Principles were then, 
which I have before ſhewn, tis a moſt horrid reproach on the 
Memory of that Excellent Servant of God, to ſay, he was of 
them. And the Articles on which he was condemn'd, manifeſt 
the contrary to all the World. Yet I ſhall conſider what your 
Author has advanced on this particular. 

* Firſ? of all, fates he, he was for the Lawfullneſs of Private 
© Communion, as appears by his Practice. But this was to weak an 
Argunent to have dropt from the Author of the Charter. Mr. 
Wiſhart was now not only a Priſoner in the hands of his Enemies, 


e) Lib. 5. page 192. (f) Book 7. page 384. 
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but ſuppoſe he had been at his . the whole Churches in 
the Nation were poſſeſſed by Popiſb Prieſts, and he cou'd not have 
had the Sacrament according to Chriſt's Inſtitution. And will any 
Man inferr from his communicating privatly in ſuch a caſe, that 
he would have allowed it in a ſettled ſtate of the Church? I doubt 
if ever there was Presbyterian that would deny the Lawfullneſs cf 
Private Communion in ſuch a caſe. For, fo far as I underſtand the 
the Presbyterian Principles, they don't reje& Private Communicn 
as if they thought the Sacrament's being celebrated under a Church 
Roof hallowed it the more, or that it were profan'd by being cele- 
brated either in the open fields or a common Houſe in a cafe of 
Neceſſity. Nor do they reject it, as if it could not be lawfully ce- 
lebrated, (without a great confluepce ) by a dozen of Perſons, :s 
that, which Chriſt himſelf Adminiſtred, was, or even by fewer, 
Chriſt having promiſed his Preſence to T'wo-or Three gathered 11 
his Name. But they reje& it, becauſe of the ill Principles on 
which it is founded 72S, That the Sacrament conferrs Grace EX 
OPERE OPERATO ; and the vaſt encouragment it gives to Sin, 
Men 1magining, that after an ill Life ſome ſudden ſorrow for ſin, 
with a haſty abſolution, and the Sacrament will be a Paſport for 
Heaven, which ( ſates Dr. Zurnet (g) is too groſs a Relique of 
the worſt part of Popery, Could this Error be ſufiiciently guard- 
ed agunſt, and this pernicious effect prevented, I believe Presby- 
terians would make no exception againſt it upon the account of tlie 
Privacy, provided the number were competent to hold forth the 
Communion of Saints, and other obvious inconveniericies avoided. 
But, fates your Author, he was not only for PRIVATE CON. 
NUNION, but Aue (adds he) gives us fair intimation that 
he Miniſtred it by a SEI FORM, Now, Sir, Read over Knox 
on that paſſage, read him over ten Thouſand times, if there le 
any ſentence, ore word, one Syllable, that intimats any ſuch thing 
or gives the leaſt hint of his uſing a SET FORM, I yield him 
the whole Cauſe. | | 
C 8g Hiſt. Reform. Ab. Book 2d, page 63. : 
. h | ut 
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But what tho' he had uſed a SET FORM? What follows, 
Why, ſays he, what other erm cou'd it be, than ſuch as he had 
£ learn'd in England. (ITT i ork aig 1 
Well / Let us Examine this, In the firſt place the Engliſh form 
at that time was in Latine (), whereas Mr. Wiſhart Miniſtred 
it in Engliſh or Scotch. 2dly, Mr. Wiſhart Miniſtred the Cup to 
the Captain of the Caſtle and his lay Friends, whereas the Engliſh Wi 
form was then and for two Years after, COMM UNION IN 
ONE KIND. 3dly, Mr. Wiſbart Miniſtred it in COMMON 
BREAD whereas the round CLIPPED GOD as Knox calls it 
was not removed till K. Edward's Reign, and tho' by his firſt 
Liturgie, the Wafer was to be made a little thicker than ordinary, 
yet Common Bread was not allowed but by his ſecond Liturgie to- 
wards the end of his Reign. 4:hly, Mr. Wiſhart gave the Bread 
into the Peoples HAN DS, whereas the Engliſh form then and 
ſeven Years after, was, for the Prieſt to put into the Peoples 
Mouths. Sthly, Mr. Wiſhart BRAKE the Bread after he had 
Bleſſed it, whereas by the Engliſh form the HOST was to be put 
whole into their Mouths, Nay, there is no Rubrick to be found in 
any of the Liturgies of the Church of England for the Sacramental 
Fraction, .after Conſecration, till K. Charles the 24's time. It was 
after the Conference at the Savoy, that, that Rybrick was firſt put 
in, and that too upon the Remonſtrance of the Presbyrerians. G6thly, 
Mr. Wiſhbart did not believe the CORPORAL PRESENCE, 
which yet was the belief of the Church of England at that time. 
And laſily, Mr. Wiſhart, when about to Miniſter the Communion, 
bad theſe that were with him SIT DOWN, nor is there any in- 
timation of their changing their Poſture in Receiving, I believe you 

jv will not fay that Sitting was the Engliſh form. : 

Now, Sir, if one might borrow your Author's Phraſe, here is 
1 a SET OF DEMONSTRATIONS, and tell mg if you can, 
what cou'd occaſion his Blundering into ſuch an alledgance, why, 
che wanted opportunity, (he faies ) of enquiring what FORMS 


(5) Fuller's Church Hiſt; Book 7. page 325. 
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the Engliſh Reformers had in K. Henry's Days. But I ſhall prove 
he HAD Opportunity, let any Body prove he had HAD NOT, 
the beſt way they can. When yor Author Wrote the above 


Paſſage about Mr. Wiſhart, he had Burnet's Fliſtory of the Reform- 

ation lying at his hand; For he had cited it but two Pages before. 
Was He ſo dull, that it wou'd not ſtrike him in the Head, that, 
that Hiſtory Written by a Perſon of ſo much Accuracy and Dili- 
gence wou'd inform him thereof ? Is it poſſible, I ſay, this wou'd 
not ſtrike one of your Authors Capacity in the Head? Believe it 
who can for my heart I cannot believe it. When an Author is 
catcht napping, Im clear he thould be Pardon'd f 
I Et ipſe quandoque bonus dormitat Homerus. 
but wwinking I muſt ſay is not fair play. * 

The next Reformer Produc'd by your Author is 7ohn Willock, 

. who indeed was very Inſtrumentall in carrying on 

Willock, the Reformation, after his return from Frieſland, 
and ſettling here Anno 1555. But how does he 
appear to have joined in the Engliſh Communion, or to have 
been ſatisfied with, or conformed to the Engliſh Liturgie. Sporſ- 
rꝛeood, Whom your Author cites, ſays only (i), That for the 
love of Religion, he left his Country, and lived in England, till 
Q. Mary's Perſecution forced him to flee to Embden, where he 
Profeſſed Medecine for a Year or two. But I believe I have ſuf- 
ficiently proved it before, that neither living in England, nor yet 
ſerving in the Church of England will inferr Conformity to the 
Liturgie, and yet neither Sporſivood nor your Author have any o- 
ther Evidence of it. But, Sir, I'Il help you to ſome better Do- 
cuinents. In the firſt Place, When he firſt went up to England 
in K. Henry's time, he was committed to the Priſon of the Fleet for 
Differing from the zhen Church of England (t). And 24h, 
When he return'd to Scotland, he was one of theſe that Compil'd 


I Ev'n Homer ſometimes takes a Napp. 
(i) Page 93. (k) Fox Acts and Mon. page 275. 


) 

the firſt Book of Diſcipline Cr l 5 7 Which, as was before obſerv'd 
is form'd upon Principles Vanetricallys oppolite to theſe of the 
Liturgie. 

John Harlat is the laſt of our Reformers mentiou'd by your 
Author, Who return'd to Scotland after K. Ed. 

* ward's Death, having ſerv'd fome Years before in Harlaw. 

the Engliſh Church, andthat (as Spoſtoood adds) | 
with . Approbation, which, lay 1, he might have done, even 
till he had grown gray Headed in the Service, and yet it would 
not follow that he had Conform'd to the Liturgie. And remember, 


Sir, by the by, That K. Edward's ſecond Liturgie was not in 
force till eight Moneths before he left England, and if he Con- 


form'd to the firſt Liturgie, Pm ſure, he was not ill to pleaſe, and 
can wake no Argument againſt us; So much the leſs, that tho 


he was a good Man, and a painfull Preacher, yet ( ſays Knox, 
m) his Erudition excelld not. 


remember none other of our Reformers, whom your Author 


inſinuates to have been of Engliſh Principles, or to 

have joyn'din the Engliſh Communion except Spot Sporſwood, 
wo00d Superintendent of Lothian Father to the Arch- 

biſhop. He went up to England in K. Henry the 8:h's time, and 
fell IN FAMILIARITY with Cranmer. So his Son words it 


(u). So the Author of his Son's Life words it; But your Au- 


thor very nimbly makes him A DISCIPLE of 


Cranmers (o. As if one could not be FAMILIE (o) bse 70. 


AR with another, without being his Diſciple. 
But what tho' he had been his Diſciple, Spetſivood was return d 
from England before there was any other Liturgie in England, 


but the Roman Miſſal and Breviary. And at the Settlement of the 


Reformation, Spotfivood was one: of thoſe that CompiFd the firſt 


Book of Diſcipline („ which is a flat Contradiction to the > 
liſh Liturgie. 


med Knox Hiſt, page 275. (m) Page. 98. (n) entw 
ie P4ge 344. 2 Knox Hiſt. be 275. 
yore * And 
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TE SET... | | 
And thus now I have gone thro all our Reformers, who po- 
ſſibly could be ſuſpected of an Inclination to the Engliſh Liturgie, 
and among em all Jobn Rough alone found guilty, and even he too 
S with ſuch Obſerves on him, that I believe hell be both uſeleſs to 
S you and harmleſs to us. FFF 
= But what tho' ALL our Reformers had been USERS AND 
+ - READERS of the Eigliſb Service? Tho' no 
| N. B. Man can prove it, yea the Contrary is fully prov- 
' 54 en; Yet for the time I'll ſuppoſe it, and upon that 
Suppoſition Jaffirm, even their USEING AND READING the 
Engliſh Service will not inferr their APPROVING of it, unleſs 
they had publickly declared their aſſent and conſent thereto, which 
neither any Canon of the Church, or Statute of the Realm at 
that time requir'd. , „ 
This I doubt not will ſeem a very ſtrange thought in me, but, Sir, 
I ſhall make it good by the Judgement of the Learnedſt Body in 
. England, the Univerſity of Oxford. The Story 1s this. 
There was a time, when the late K. James thought fit to Aſſume 
a Diſpenſmg Power with the Laws, and to claim Obedience without 
| Keſerve, and iſſu'd out his Royal Proclamation to notifie this to all 
his good Subjects, and order'd the ſame to be read in the Church- 
es. There were ſeven. of the then Bithops of England, that turn'd 
Reftive, and refus'd to obey the ſaid Order, for which His Ma- 
jeſty fairly clapt em in the Tower to teach them better Manrers. 
You have have poſſibly heard the Story before, and therefore! 
need not be long with it. The Univerfity of Oxfrd always 
famous for her Loyalty as well as Learning were as much Diſpleaſ- 
ed with the Biſhops for their Dilobedience, as His Majeſiy was, 
they could do no leſs than teſiſe (for to give a Teſtimony is a 
 Whiegiſh Phraſe ) againſt 'em for their Miſbehaviour. In 2 Word, 
to make a Short Tale of a Long, they a ddreſs'd His Ma- 
jeſty, and Roundly Condemi'd the Biſhops for their Squeamilh- 
neſs, Affirming That they ought not to have declin'd the Reading 
the ſaid Proclamation, even tho otherwiſe they had not been ſatis- 
fed with it; BECAUSE THE READING WITHOUT PE. I 
CLARING ( which they were not bidden do) WOULD NO C 


e os an oa; oat eas a as 


Jud 
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HAVE INFERR'D THEIR APPROBATION OF IT; This 


Sir, was the preciſe Reaſon upon which they conderan'd the Nice- 
ty of the Biſhops. But now, becauſe People that were not Scholars 
as they were, inight be hard to believe, but that tlie Reading, even 


without declaring, wou'd inferr Approving, therefore they 


thought good to confirm their Opinion by the Judgement of the 
WISDOM OF THE NATION, the Parliament in the Year 
1662: Which ( ſay they) found that Reading the Common 
Prayers without declaring as above, to them, was not an Approving of 
them; ' And therefore made a Statute Ordaining the whole Clergy 
to declare (). Now, Sir, I referr it to you, if I have not 
made good my thought. And do you win over that Argument if 
you can. I hope a Country-Man with the Colledge of Oxford on 


his fide, may bid a Defiance to all the Epiſcopal Clergy in Scotland. 


I ſhou'd proceed now to Examine your Author's 2d Argument. But 
I crave leave to Pave the Way to it, by obſerving a very odd Aſſer- 
tion of his. Jig. That the firſt Book of Diſciphne 
was never Law either Civil, or Eccleſiaſtical (r). (r) page 387. 
That it was never Law Civil, I ſhall not deny, tho 


5 


it was Sub-ſcrib'd by the far greater part of the Leading Nobili- 


ty (J). But that it was Law Eccleſiaſticall, Jam Perfectly at a 
loſs to underſtand how it cou'd enter into any Mans head to deny. 


It was Compil'd inthe Year 1560. In the General Aſſembly which 


held at Edinburgh in June and July 1562, it was appointed, © That 


Miniſters he not remov'd from their Kirks but according to the 
* Orders ſet down in the Bock of Diſcipline. Item, That fame Aſ- 


ſembly wou'd not admitt Mr. Alexander Gordon to his Charge of 
Superintendent, 7i// he Subcrib'd the Book of Diſcipline, In the 
following Aſſembly, which held in December that ſame Year, the 
Superintendent of Angus was found fault with, for admitting young 
Men to be Miniſters and Exhorters without that Trial and Ex- 
amination, which is required in the Book of Diſcipline. Item, In 


( q ) See the Printed Addreſs it ſelf and Stat. Car. 2, 12. and 
14. Cap. 4. (1) Spotſwood Page 175. LP 
4 3 f 
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the ſame Aſſembly, Biſhops and Miniſters not having entred b 

the Order appointed in rde Book f Diſcipline, are inhibited till far- 
ther. Order (t). Now, how all this cow'd be, and yet the Book 


of Diſeipline not be Law Eccleſraftical, as much as any thing cou'd - 


be ſo, I think is evidently beyond the Comprehenſion of Mortals, 
Theſe Acts, Sir, are no Forgeries of our Hiſtorians, VII be bound 
for t, and vith a little pains cou'd prove it, that your Author's own 
Manuſcript Copy of the Ads of Aſſemblies, which 
c w ) See is fo much his Darling, has them (2. The on- 
Preface tothe ly Reaſon, why I obſerv'd this, was, becauſe being 
Fund. Charter to Cite the Boo k 
TH page gth. done already, I wou'd have it taken for an Au- 
20 thentick Document, and as containing the Senſe of 
the Church i in this Kingdom at that time. 


1 now proceed to Examine. 


Whither it be true, That our Reformers in their 
Publick Deeds, openly and Solemnly profeſs d, 
That they were of one Communion with the 

Church of England. And whether the Engliſh 
Liturgie was once Univerſally in Uſe in Scotland, 
and was us'd by our Reformers for ſeven Years 
together, VIS. from the Year 1557 to 1564. 


All this our Author aſſerts, as was before obſerv'd, but tis a 
pretty fair Preſimprion to the Contrary, That, by the Preceeding 
Account of our Reformers, there is ſo little Evidence of their hav- 
ing Conform'd to the Liturgie, even while in England. And that 
three of our greateſt Lighrs to wit Knox, Willock and Sporſivood, 
who were alive at, and were the moſt Eminent Inſtruments in 
Settling the Reformation did, in the firſt Book of Diſcipline, where- 
of they were the Compilers, poſitively declare againſt the Cere- 
monies, and overturn the Fundamental Principles wereon they are 


5 t ) Calderwood page 32. 
built 


of Diſcipline after ard, as I have 


built, by Teaching, That by Doctrine CONTRARY to 
© the Goſpel, they underſtand, whatſoever Men by Laws, Coun- 
Fils or Conſtitutions have impoſed upon the Conſciences of Men 
* WITHOUT the expreſs Commandment of God's Word Cv). 

And that nothing is to be added to the Sacraments, nothing dimi- 
niſhed from thein (. But I will not put you off with this, 
tho” it 8 an Argument never to be anſwer d. 5 


No Body denies, and your Author himſelf acknowledges ( x ) | 
That our n commonly call'd Knox's  _ 9 0 
or, the Geneva Liturgie, was Univerſally us'd for (x) page 3311 
well nigh Fourſcore Years, after the Year 1564. | J 
I ſhall begin then at the Year 1564 and try how long I can fin il 
it in uſe before that, And if I can find it in uſe OY 11 
backward to the Year 1557, yea and before that, That the — 
you may think at your beſt leiſure, how the Uni- Scorch Litur- + ||| 
verſal Uſe of the Engliſh Liturgie dureing the ſaid gie was in uſe FH. 


{aid ſpace is conſiſtent therewith. - {> MGLMEe Tur - - | N 
Behold then in the General Aſſembly holden at 1557 provid. _ 
Edinburgh December 25th 1564 there was an Act made © Ordain- i 
ing every Miniſter, Exhorter and Reader to have one of the 
* Plalm Books, lately Printed at Edinburgh, and uſe the Order 
* contain'd therein in Prayers, Marriage, and Adminiſtration of — 
* the Sacraments (). Here you ſee is Warrant and Order for i} 
the Uſage of our Scotch Liturgie Anno 1364. You'll perhaps . | 
think, That the ſaid Act imports, That it was but coming in then. 
Take then for rectifying that Miſtake, another Act made two . 


of Marriages, and Burrial of the Dead, according to the Book of - 
Geneva (). | 


Your own Author Cites both theſe Acts, he dare not {ay, they "vl 


Years before. In the Generall Aſſembly holden at Edinburgh De- 1 pi 
ember 25th 1562. It was concluded, That an Uniform Order F 
thou'd be kept in the Miniſtration of the Sacraments, Solemnization „ 
" 


(v) Book of Diſc. ½ Head Expl. Cu) Vid. 2d, Head. (y)) |! 
Calderwood p. 32. (2) Petrie part 2. page 233. Vl | 


dre 
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. are Forgeries. But he confidently affirms (42) 
(a) Pape 99, The Deſign of them was to turn out the, En 21 
100. Ziturgie, which as he will have it, had been in till 


the Year 1562. And cou'd not be effectually turn'd 


out till the Act in 1564, did it. But do the Acts themſelves inti- 
mate any ſuch Occaſion or Deſign? Is there any Hiſtorian ſays 
The turning out the Enghſh Liturgie was the Deſign of them? 
Not one. *Tis all the Child of his own Fancy allenerly. For, 

In the third place, in the Book of Diſcipline, which was Com- 
pil'd Anno 15 60, it is appointed That (2) © To the Church that 
cannot preſently be furniſhed with Miniſters, Men muſt be pro- 


* vided, that can diſtinctly read the Common Prayers and Scrip- 


tures. There is no manner of doubt, but that by theſe Common 
Prayers we are to underſtand the Scotch or Geneva Common Pray- 

ers, and not the Engliſh, For that fame Book appoints () ex- 
preſly the Order of Geneva to be obſerv'd in the Adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments, Nay it alſo expreſly appoints the Geneva Ca- 
techiſms (which in the French Edition are ſubjoin'd to the Com- 
mon Prayers) to be uſd. Now he were ſenſeleſs even to a pro- 
digy, That ſhou'd Dream that our Reformers had ordain'd the Eng- 
liſh Liturgie to be us'd for the Common Prayers, and the Scorch 
Liturgie in all the other Offices of the Church. Beſides, to the 
Reading the Engliſh Common Prayers in a Congregation, a Man in 
Prieſtly Orders is geceſſary; For none elſe can pronounce the 
Abſolution (c). i hich yet is now, and was then a part both of 
Morning and Evening Prayer, whereas the Common Prayers men- 
tion'd in the Book of Diſcipline, might ( as I told you juſt now ) 
be read by one that was no Miniſter. *Tis beyond Controverſie 


then they are the Scotch Common Prayers are meant in the Book 


i of Diſcipline, and that the Book of Diſcipline was Law Eccleſiaſti- 
cal, I have prov'd before. So that here we find the Scorch or Ge- 


(a) See 475 Head. Title for Readers. (b.) See Head 24. 
(c) See Grand Debate page 78. and the Rubrick before the Ab- 
ſolution. | AO 


nean 
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nevan Liturgie in Uſe, and the Approv'd and Authoriz'd Liturgie of 
the Church in the Year 1560, and that too in the Moneth of May 
_ that Year, if your Author and Perries Calculation of the time of 
the Compoſure of the Book of Diſcipline be right. And by this 
Means Four Years of the Seven are clear loſt. But what fhall we 
do for the other Three? © „ | 
Hear Calderwood Before ( ſays he) (d) the Confeſſion of 
Faith was formed, and ratified in Parliament, and the Book of 
© Difctpline contrived, the Reformed Kirk within this Realm had 
- Fiat : ook whicl is prefixed” to the Pſalms in Meeter, for their 
Pirection in Diſcipline and EXTERNAL WORSHIP, which 
Book is call'd in the Book of Diſcipline, the BOOK OF COM- 
MON ORDER, or the Order of Genera. Thus far ne. 
But you'll perhaps ſay, Theſe Words tell us, that we had in- 
deed that Book before the Year, 1560, but they do not tell us 
. , ¾ ( 
Then, Sir, hear the ſame Calderwood once more (e) By it 
* (142, by the Book of Common Order) we may ſee how the Sa- 
* craments have been Miniſtred ſince there was any Reforried Con- 
* pregation in Scotland. This, Sir, is a clear Deduction of the 
Story, and you can not deſire me to carrie it higher. N 
Now that there is no Reaſon to doubt of theſe two laſt Aſſer- 
tions of Caldermood's appears, Imo, Becauſe our Reformers, at 
the Compileing the Book of Diſcipline Anno 1560, found the Ge- 
neva Liturgie in uſe: For thus their Words run. Andalbeitthe * 
Order of Geneva WHICH IS NOW US'D IN SOME OF OK 
* CHURCHES is ſufficient to inſtru the Diligent Reader, how | 
that both the Sacrainents may be rightly miniſtred, yet for an 
* Uniformity to be kept, we thought good to add this as ſupera- 
. © bundant.----------( f). And whereas in the above Words 'tis ſaid, | 
. That the Order of Geneva at that time was uſed only in ſore of 1 
our Churches, which intimates, That it was not us'd in 4, the 


4. | | | 2 TEN 1 8 N 
b (4) Page 24. (e) Page 25. (f) See Head 29, in the 0 
I firſt Book of Diſcipline. Ny 1 
4 Tf Reaſon 1 
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Reaſon is obvious: For AZ had not as * embrac'd the Reform- 
ation, nor was it, according to your Au 
by Law, 2do, The Prayers againſt the French-men, are yet ex- 
taut in our Scorch Liturgie; And theſe, tis well enough known, 
were made before the Year 1560. 3770, Tis plain That in the 
- Year. 1559, the Scotch and Engliſh Common Prayers were differ- 
ent. For, in the Letter Written by the Lords of the Congrega- 
tion to the Engliſh Secretary Cecil of the Date Fuly 27. 1559, where- 
in they craved aid of England againſt the French we have theſe 
words, It ſhould much help in our Opinion, if the Preachers 

both in Perſwaſion and in Publick Prayers, AS OURS DO 


* „ 


HERE, Wou'd commend.the fame to the People . (20. 
But why do I ſpeak of the Scotch Liturgie, it's being in uſe in the 
Year 1559, tis certain. the Book of the Order of Geneva was in 
Engliſh at leaſt five if not ſiæ years before that. For the Proteſtants 
that were driven or fled out of England Anno 1553, upon Q. Mary's 


Advancement to the Throne, and who ſetled at Frankford very 


quickly after their arrival there Compil'd a Liturgie. I have a 
a Copy of it in Latine by me, whereof the Preface = date the 
1/t, of September 1554. Now it is certain it was in Engliſb before 
that; For they put it into Latine, not to make uſe of it in the 
Publick Worſhip in that Language, but only that they might vin- 
dicate themſelves to Forraign Churches againſt the Aſperſions of 
their Enemies, This Francford Liturgie, ſays Burnet (%) agrees 
* with the Geneva Forms, indeed it agrees ſo much with them, that 
the Common Prayers are verbatim Tranſlated from the French, 
and our Scotch Common Prayers are verbatim the ſame with both; 
only there are ſome Prayers in our Scotch Liturgie relating to our 
. our Circumſtances, whsch are wanting in the French and Latine. 
Now Knox came to Scotland in the Year 1555 (i), is it not pro- 
bable that he brought that Liturgie along with him, having uſed 
it both at Francford and Geneva Les, he both brought it and 


| 955 2 page $32, 610 Hiſt, Ref. Ab. Book 3d. page 306+ 
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Adminiſtrate according to it. He Miniſtred the Lords Supper, 


after the ſame Form, that it was Miniſtred after the Publick Re- 
formation ( k ). And every Body knows that was the Form of our 
Scotch Liturgie. And is it not probable, that a Man of his Influ- 
ence wou'd engage others to follow the ſame Form? He muſt be 
a great Stranger to Knox's Character that doubts it. 

And thus, Sir, having clear'd the Poſſeſſion of our Scorch Litur- 
gie the who e Seven Controverted Years and upwards ; one wou'd 
think it next to impoſſible to prove the poſſeſſion of the Engliſh Litur- 


gie during the ſaid ſpace. However, becauſe your Author attempts 


it, I ſhall attend him in his Proofs, and ſhall confider theſe PUB- 
LICK DETi55' of of our Reformers, which, he thinks, will in- 
ferr the ſame. And that we may take them in order of time, the 
firſt PUZLICK DEED inſiſted on was in the end of the 
Year 1557. . 

The very firſt Publick ſtep (fates your Author, page 96) 
towards our Reformation, made by che Lord's o 
the Congregation, was to appoint the Engliſh Li- That the Or- 
* twrgie to be uſed. It was ordered upon the 34 dinance in De- 
day of December 1557. Wake the Ordinance in cember 1557, 
« Anox's words, The Lord ind Barons profeiling will not in— 
« Chriit Jeſus, Conveened frequently in Councel, ferr the uſe of 
in the which theſe heads were Concluded. Firſt, y Engliſh Li- 
« It is thought expedient, Adviſed, and Ordained, gie in Scor- 


« that in all Pariſhes of this Realm, the Common land proved. 


— 


« Prayer be read weekly upon Sunday and other 
« Feſtival days, Publickly in the Parith Churches, with the Leſſons 
of the Old and New Teſtament, Conformavle to the Book of Com- 

mon Prayers; And if the Curats of the Pariſhes be qualified, that 


they read the ſame, and if they be not, or if they refuſe, that 


© the moſt Qualified in the Pariſh uſe and Read the ſame Sc. Sporſe = 


wood and Petrie and Calderwood give much the ſame account. 

This is the Publick Deed, upon which your Author and your 
(k) Calderwood page 4. 
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whole Party raiſe themſelves to their Tiptoes, and look down as 
- from afar upon their Oppoſers. „„ 

And becauſe it Argues too much ill Nature to be 0 forward in 
Mortifying Peoples vanity; For your Encouragement, I'Il grant 

you for once (but with liberty reſerved anone to reſume) that 
the Common Prayers, mention'd in the ſaid Ordinance, were the 
Engliſb Common Prayers : And upon that grant, Iaffirin that the ſaid 
Ordinance will not prove your Author's Aſſertions, tho'it had been 
For, RY FTE, ED i 

In the firſt Place the above Ordinance allows any THE MOST 
QUALIFIED IN THE PARISH, tho' no Miniſter, in caſe of 
the Curats Refuſeal, to perform all that's there enjoin'd. But tis 
never to be thought, that the ſaid Ordimance wou'd allow every 
otherwiſe qualified Perſon, tho” no Miniſter, not only to Baptiſe, 
but even to give the Euchariſt, and perform the other Offices of 
the Church, which are competent to a Miniſter alone. If the Or- 
dinance had allowed this, it had contradicted the Engliſh Liturgie. 
Therefore ſuppoſing that by the Common Prayers in the Ordinance, 
we were to underſtand the Engliſh Common Prayers, yet they can- 
not comprehend the whole bulk or all the Offices of the Liturgie, 
but meerly MATTINS and EVEN-SONG, nay not even theſe 
wholly: For the ABSOLUTION, which is a part both of Morn- 
ing and Evening Prayer, cannot by the Rnbrick be Pronounced 
by any but a Prie#, Therefore granting that they were the Eng- 
liſh Common Prayers were meant in the ſaid Ordinance, it wou'd 
not inferr our receiving above a twentieth part of the Liturgie. 
Nor would it ar al inferr our receiving of the Ceremonies. And 
the other moſt exceptionable parts of the Liturgie, becauſe the Of- 
fices, in which they are, cannot be performed by any, however 
otherwiſe qualified Perſon, unleſs he were a Miniſter. 

Nay, vir, tis certain, that ſuppoſe the Reformed had had Pro- 
teſtant Miniſters at that time ſufficient to ſerve all the Churches 
in the Realm, yet they wou'd never have ſuffered them to per- 
form theſe Offices of the Litingie, in which zminſtitited Cere mo- 
nies are enjoin'd, For, uninſtituted Ceremonies was one of of 
; | earlie 
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land, 2s appears from the former account of Anox, Seaton &c. 


And theſe fame Reformers, who made the above Ordinance, in No- 


vember next Year 1558, gave in a Proteſtation to the Parliament 
with ſome particular Demands, and among the reſt, © That they 
nig bt not incury danger for violating ſuch Rites, as man without 
God's Commandment or Word hath Commanded (I). 

2dly, Suppoſing they were the Engliſh Common Prayers were 
meant in the above Ordinance, yet the ſaid Ordinance did not then 


Univerſally take place, very few parts of the Nation had then ſet |} 


up the Reformation. The great Towns ſuch as Perth, St. Andrews, 
Stirling, Edimburgh &c. had not yet embraced it (mn). Spotf- 
ood exprelly tells us (n), © that it obtain'd only in theſe parts, 
wherein theſe Reforming Lords had Power and in ſome other 
© Towns and Parithes by their Example. Yea, the ſame Hiſtorian 


informs, that well nigh a Year afterward, notwithſtanding the 


ſaid Ordinance, the Reformed found a neceſſity of Petitioning the 
Q. Regent, that IN CONCEIVING the Publick Prayers, and 
*irrthe Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, they might uſe the vul- 
gar Language underſtood by the People T. 3 

DO pon the whole then you ſee, how inſignificant the above Or- 
dinance is, for proving your Author's Aſſertion. For admitting 
they were the Engliſh Common Prayers were meant therein, Yet 
neither the uſe of above the rentzech part of the Liturgie, or the 
main exceptionable parts thereof, nor the Univerſal uſe of ANY 
part thereof, can be inferred therefrom. So that here I might 


very well drop the inſtance, and purſue it no farther. : 


But to ſhew all due regard to your Author, that I may not ſeem 
to think too little of hr, he makes ſo much of. I muſt crave 


leave to reſume my grant, and ask, Do any of the four Hiſtorians | 
that mention the {ud Ordinance, either Spot ſivood, Calderwood, 


(1) Petrie part 2. page 194. Calderwood page 6. Knox page 


133. Spurſiwords page 120. (m) Knox page 134. 150. 156. 
Cn) page 117.119. Fepoiſiood page 119. | 
——_ Cc __ Totrie 


5 (668) na 
Petrie or Knox fay that they are the Engliſh Common Prayers are 
meant therein not one of them as every bodies own eyes may 
| convince him. They all mention the Common Prayers, but not 


one of em calls them the Engliſh Common Prayers. What then ? 
why, he will make it EVIDENT and UNDENIABLE, yea he 


will make FULL and PLAIN DEMONSTRATION of it, 


which I ſhall be glad to find done. 


Ir was, ſaith he, either the Engliſh or Genevan Liturgie. I 
: grant it. And that it was not the Engliſa, beſides 
That it is not all I have already adduc'd to make it improbable, 
the Engliſo by ſhewing that the Genevan Liturgie was in uſe 
Common Pray- at that time; I now add, . 3 
mon Prayers Imo. The Scots were not under the Engliſb in- 


that are meant fluence at this time, for Q. Mary was upon the 


in the Ordi- Throne of England, and had got the Engliſh Li- 
nance 155 7. Turgie thrown out by Act of Parliament. And 
proved. what inducement then had the Scots to embrace it? 

How ſubſtantial an Argument this is, every Body 


that has Read your Author's Book will ſoon conceive. For thus 


his great Argumentation runs pags 39, © That our Reformation 
under God was Principally cheriſhed and encouraged by the 


© Engliſh influences. Upon this he ſpends many a fair page, and 


from thence he Inferrs, © That therefore we Reformed upon the 
* ſame Principles, and were of the {ame mind with them in ſeveral 
* momentuous inſtances, of which the Liturgie was one. Now 'tis 
plain that Argument of his cannot take place here. For no body 
will think the Engliſh wou'd uſe their influence with the Scots, to 
engage them to embrace that, which themlelves had rejected. 
Ado, About the very ſame time that the Reforming Lords made 
the forſaid Ordinance, they alſo wrote Letters to Jobn Anox then 
in Geneva, inviting him home to atlift in Carrying on the Re- 
formation, which they then reſolved to ſet about in good earneſt 


(9). Cou'd they imagine that the Authorizing of the Engliſh 


(o) Knox's Hiſt. page 110. 
Liturgie 
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Liturgie wou'd be an inducement to him to accept the invitation? 


Could they be ſo unthinking, as not to be perſwaded, that the do- 


ing ſo would quite ſcare him from accepting of it? They had 
written invitatory Letters to lim above a Year and a half before, 
tho' they countermanded them, things not being yet ripe. And 
the great Argument they uſed to perſwade him to come was (), 
That the Faithfull of his Acquaintance in Scotland, were {till ſted- 
« faſt in the belief wherein he left them. Which, I aſſure you, 
was not a belief that the Fngliſh Liturgie was ſo much as tolerable. 
But if they had meant the Englih Common Prayers in the Ordi- 

nance, I know no other way they cou'd now have written to him, 
than to this purpoſe. © Sir, We now intend heartily to ſet about 
the Reformation, we are ſenſible your aſſiſtance is perfectly need- 

*full. Pray therefore Good Mr. Knox come over and help us. 


And for your encouragement agaiuſt you come, Firm {hall find 


the Fngliſh Liturgie, Againſt which you Preached in Scotland, 


© Againſt which you declared before the Councel of England, for 


* oppoſing which you were brought in danger of your neck at 
* Francford; This Engliſh Liturgie you ſhall find the Authorized 
Form of Worthip, and that by an Ordinance of out making.------- | 
How extreamly taking this Argument wou'd be with Good Mr. 

Knox, I referr it to your Diſcretion to Judge. And thus, Sir, you 


ſee how incredible it is, that the Engliſh Liturgie is underſtood 


by the Common Prayers in the above Ordin ance. | 
Now let us hear how your Author will prove that it was not 
the Genevan Litupie. . Eg 
Imò, Says he, It is utterly incredible, that there The Objecti- 
cou'd have been ſo many Copies of the Gene- ons againſt its 
van Form in the vulgar Language, then, in Scot- being J Cene- 


land, as might ſerve ſo many Pariſh Churches, van Litnrgee, 


* nay, 'tis highly probable, there was not ſo much Anſwered, _ * 
as one. Thus he. | 


But, pray Sir, what makes this either incredible or improbable ; 


EY Knox Hiſt, page 107. 
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for, I have told you before, that it was in Print and in Engliſh at 
leaſt three Years and a quarter before this Ordinance. adlly, Knox, 
after the Rupture at Frankford, and a ſhort ſtay at Geneva, took a 
trip to Scotland Anno 1555. Is it either incredible or improbable 
that he wou'd bring a Copy with him? Suppoſe he had not come, 
| is it incredible. or improbable, that he wou'd have ſent a Copy? 
| Dr. Burnet expreſly tells us (%), The Proteſtants that fled from 
| Q. Mary's Perſecution, and ſetled beyond Sea in Strasburg, Frank- 
* ford, Embden, and ſome other places of Germany. took care to 
| © ſend over many books, for the inſtruction and comfort of their 
| Friends at home. Wou'd Anox be the only careleſs man? Is it 
| improbable the Geneva Liturgie wou'd be one of theſe Books? 
Was your Author adviſed that the Copy was loſt at Sea, or that 
1 
| 
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being come to England, it cou'd not be tranſmitted to Scotland? Or 
that being come thither no body wou'd be ſo carefull or Curious, 
mM as to caſt off an Impreſſion of it? Sir, I think it highly credible, 
= there were moe Copies of that Book, than Churches in the poſſeſ- 
ſion of the Reformed at that time, for, by any thing I have ob- 
ſerved, they were not in Poſſeſſion of ſo much as one Church. So 
much for your Author's firſt Argument. 
24ly, Says he, In the Genevan Form that was afterward uſed 
in Scotland, there is no order for, no footſtep of the obſervation 
* of other Holy-days beſids Sunday. * 
Now, Sir, in all the Impreſſions of the Genevan Liturgie that 
ever I ſaw, and I have ſeen ſeverals, there is a Table for the Meore- 
able Feaſts, as well as in the Engliſh Liturgie; there is, beſides WM 1 
that, a Calendar for every Moneth of the Year, & one of the Columm t. 
of the Calendar bears the title of Feſtival Days. And in that Columm, fe 
the ſame feaſ?s & the ſame Saints are marked as in K. Edward's Calen- I 
dar; For Example, In January, the Feaſts of the Circumciſion, I V 
Epiphany and Converſion of St. Paul. In February, the Purification tl 
of” Mary and St. Matthias. And ſo on in the reſt of the Moneths 1 I 
through the Year. Here is, Sir, a pretty Lively footiep of the W 41 


(dz) Hiſt. Ref. Ab. Book 34, page 306. 
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ſight that he cou'd not fee this. But tho' He could not, yet a cer- 


_ tain Engliſo Officer, who ſome years ago wrote A SHORT AC- 


COUNT OF SCOTLAND &c. () did ſee it, and was a- 


ware of it. And puts this gloſs upon it (/) That the Calendar, 
was deſign'd more for the uſe of the FAIRS, than any thing eiſe. 


But I would ask that Gentleman, in what part of Scotland is the 
Circumciſion fair or Epiphany fair kept, *Tis true there are fairs 


kept on thele days, as on moſt days of the Year in ſome part or 


other. But I believg it will be hard to find the fairs deſign d from 
theſe feafts. Beſides, there are few other feſtivals in that Calen- 


dar, but thoſe of the Apoſtolick Saints, as they are called; whereas 


the feſtivals of our Scots Saints wou'd have been more uſefull as 


to the matter of Fairs, being moſtly defigned from them. That 


which has led that Writer into that miſtake, has, as I apprehend, 
been; That in ſome Impreſſions of our Scotch Liturgie, the Con- 


tents of the Book are drawn up in a Leaf by themſelves, and in 
theſe Contents the 2d Article is, THE FAIRS, which Article 


anſwers. to the monethly Calendar; But theſe Contents are the 
work of the Printer only, and not of Authoriry, nor have I found 
them in any Impreiſion of our Liturgie before the Lear 1635. 


Nay they are not in the Impreſſions that were caſt off but two 
Years before that, vis. in the Year 1633. So that nothing can 


be argued from them as to the time of the Reformation. 

It is true, Feſtival Days were expreſly diſcharged in the Year 
1560 by the Book of Diſcipline But tis more than probable, that 
till that time, they had been obſerved in Scotland even by the Re- 


formed, ſo far at leaſt, that theſe days were the CERTAIN. 

TIMES on which they conveen'd to Worſhip; For they are the 
very firſt thing the Book of Diſcipline forbids, and other Churches, 
that yet rejected all other inſtances of Superſtition, retain'd ſome | 


Holy-days, as the Church of Geneva and the Helvetick Church, 


and what wonder if for a time, the light of the Goſpel not being 
Tran LOIN. 2 


(1) London Printed 1900: £ ) Page 59. 


Obſervation of Holy-days, and 1 can't but pity your Authors eye. i 


yet 
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yet well dawned, nor the Reformation brought to a Settlement, 


the Reformers in Scotland copied after Geneva in this as well as it: 


other things, and that the Calendar remains as a mark of it. 
© 3dly. Says your Author, there is not any order in the Genevan 
Liturgie for Reading of Leſſons of the Old and New Teſtament, 


1 5 = than which there cannot be a clearer DEMONSTRA- 


*TION that that Book appointed to be uſed in December 15 57. 

vas not that of Geneva. Thus nge. 55 
But, Sir, I'm fo dunn'd with your Author's DEMONSTRA- 
TIONS, that they can take no effect upon ME, nor will, I be- 
lieve, upon any body elſe, whoſe affe&jon is not a great deal 
ſtronger than their * For, J affirm in the firſt place that 
theſe LESSONS will not inferr, that they were the Engliſh Com- 
mon Prayers, or that it was the Engliſh Liturgie, was meant iu 
the ſaid Ordinance and that for theſe Reaſons. Imo, If that Orui- 
nance had defign'd the Introduction of the Engliſh Liturgie, it wou'd 
have appointed the LESSONS to be Read not only on Sundays 
and Feſtival Days, but EVERY DAY THROUGHOUT THE 
YEAR: For fo the Preſent Service Book does, and ſo K. Edward's 
did. Ido, K. Edward's Liturgie appoints LESSONS to be read, 
not only out of the Old and New Teſtament, but alſo out of the 
- APOCRYPHA, on Feſtival Days, For inſtance, it appoints Ju- 
dith Cap. 13. and 14. to be read for the firſt Leon at Morning and 
Evening Prayer October 18. The 17.and 18. Cap. of the Book of 
Wiſdom on the Feaſt of St. Simon and Jude October, 28, How 
then could the Ordinance mean the Engliſh Liturgie, when it re- 
ſtricted the Reading. of the Le//ons to the Old and New Teitament. 
24h, | affirm that that Particular of the LESSONS is no DE- 
_ MONGSTRATION, that it was not the Genevan Liturgie was 
meant in the ſaid Ordinance, ' For, tis not to he doubted, that the 
firſt Copy of our Scotch Liturgie was that which we had from 
from Franceford and was exactly the ſame with it. Now in the 
ADMONITION TO THE READER ſubjoin'd to the ſaid Li- 
turgic, the Compilers were aware, that their Enemies wou'd Ob- 
ect the want of the Reading or Leſſons of the Epiſiles and Goſpe!s 
| | 1 to 
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to them. They reſolved therefore to anticipate that ObjeQion ; 
but how]? Do they acknowledge they wanted them? No, they 
confidently affirm they had them in greater Perfection than others; 


and that upon this ſcore, becauſe they read the Scriptures through 


in order. Take their words from the Latine Copy, LECTIO- 
NEM autem EVANEGLIORUM & EPISTOLARUM Ec- 
* clefia non omiſit fed reſtituit. Illi potius omiſerunt, qui fic 
<TRUNCATIM Legerunt-— jam hec Eccleſia, & fi 


© quz ſint aliz Reformatæ EVANGELIORUM & EPISTO- 


< LARUM, Imo totius ſacræ Scripturz Libros omnes ORDINE 


© przlegunt. This I ſay was the appointment for the leſſons in the 
Franckford Leturgie, which, no doubt, was our firſt Scotch Li- 
rurgie. And this agreeably to the Principle of our Reformers for 


the Order of Reading the Scriptures, which was © to begin a Book 
or Chapter and read it through (Ff). And nat as the Papiſts and 
Engliſh Liturgie to begin at the MIDST of a Chapter or Book, 


and leave the reſt unread. And the Sundays and Feftival days 


were the CERTAIN TIMES, whereon the People were to Aſ- 


ſemble together for thus Reading the Scriptures. In a word this 
Ordinance was nothing elſe, but the renewing of another Ordinance 


made two years before viz. Anno 1555 which runs in theſe words 


(4), And firſt it was concluded, that the Brethren in every 
Town, AT CERTAIN TIMES ſhou'd aſſemble together to 


© Common Prayers and to exerciſe in reading the Scriptures----, You 
ſee how like the two Ordinances are, and 1s there any thing more 


natural, than to Illuſtrate and Interpret the one by the other, the 


Former by the Latter, and the more Obtcure by the more Simple, 

eſpecially when all Circumſtances oblige us to underſtand it ſo, ſo 

that the Objection from the LESSONS is quite vaniſhed. 
Let us then hear the reſt of your Author's proofs, none (ſays 


he) of our Presbyterian Hiſtorians, neither Petrie nor Calderwood = 


have the confidence to pretend, nay to inſinuate the poſſibility of 


it's being the Common order of Geneva that's meant in the ſaid Or- 
* dinance, which it is very probable they wou'd have done if they 


Ct ) See 1/ Book of Diſc, Head gtb. Cu) Tir page 135; 
had 
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© had had the ſmalleſt hopes of making it feaſible. Thus he. 


74 


| Now, Sir, give that Argument of his but an eaſie Gentle turn. 
Put EPISCOPAL HISTORIANS inſtead of PRESBY TERIAN 


thus it ſtands, none of our Epiſcopal Hiſtorians not Spot ſte uod him- 
* ſelf who relates the ſaid Ordinance as well as Anoæ, has the Con- 
* fidence to pretend that it is the Engliſh Liturgie is meant, which 
4iit is very probable he wou'd have done, had he had the ſmalleſt 
© hopes of making it feaſible. So well natur'd are ſome Arguments 
that they can equally ſerve two contending Parties 
But there is worſe yet behind, for © Calderwood ( fays your 
Author) is ſo far from ſaying it was the Geneva, that on the 


WW © Contrary, he ſeems fairly to acknowledge, it was the Engliſh Li- 
rurgie. This if true muſt be very ſtrange, conſidering what we 


have already heard Calderwood ſay to the contrary. 'Ay, but Cal- 


* Ordinance, that no doubt, he thought himſelf pretty ſecure, that 
© few Readers wou'd reflect on it as an acknowledgement, for he 
© makes it not, till he come to the Year 1623. ; 

The Story is plainly this, Calderwood tells us page 800. that up- 


of St. Andrews were directed in the Kings Name to uſe the Eng- 
liſb Liturgie both Morning and Evening,” which, ſays he, was pre- 
ſently put in Execution, notwithſtanding they wanted the warrant 


OF THE FORM, ſince the Reformation. Here, ſays your Au- 
thor, we may ſee that Calderwood lays the ſtreſs of his Argument 
againſt the Engliſh Liturgie upon it's not having had a CON I 
NUED PRACTICE ſince the Reformation which is a clear con- 
ceſſion that AT the Reformation it was in Practice, tho' that 
PRACTCE was not continued. Acute quidem! 3 
Sir, to'ther day I fell in with a Comrade, and talking with him 


of a certain buſineſs, I chanc'd to ſay, the like was never done, 


Wit, SINCE the Creation. O then ſays the other (who, you mult 


under- 


HISTORIANS and SPOTSWOOD for CALDERWOOD and 


 derwood was a ſupple Man, and his acknowledgement, fays your 
Author, lyes at ſuch a diſtance from his account of the above 


on thc 15 day of January 1623, the Maſters of the new Colledge 


of any General Aſſembly, or of any CONTINUED PRACTICE 
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viction of all the World. Behold then, 


() Page 674. (W) page 129. 
WE 1 2 
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underſtand, was a ſmart fellow) it ſeems the like has been done 


be fore or at leaſt AT the Creation, You may gueſs how bluatly 
] look*d, upon being taken up ſo ſharp. Juſt ſo, I imagine, wou'd 


Calderwood look, were he now alive, and heard your Authors Ar- 


W 


Sir, if we can find the Engliſh Liturgie in PRACTICE tho not 


CONTINUED PRACTICE at any time ſince the Reformation 


before the Lear 1623, will not that ſave the words of Calder- 


wood from being an acknowledgement, that it was in Practice 


BEFORE, or AT the Reformation? Yes certainly to the con- 


In the Moneth of May 1617, (which I hope, was ſince the Re- 
formation, and before the Year 1623 


dom of Scotland. And, Sir, I affure you, he brought the Eng- 


 tiſh Service along with him, and kept it wherever he came. Here 
then was the PRACTICE, of it, but it was no CONTINUED 


PRACTICE, for he had no ſooner turn'd his back, but it was 
given over. This, Sir, in the Year 1617, was the PRACTICE 
to which Calderwood referred, and not to any Ptactice of it AT 
the Reforination, whereof PII give you undeniable proof © Upon 
the 17t) of May 1617, ſays Calderwood, (u) the ENGLISH 
SERVICE, ſinging of Quiriſters, and playing on Organs, and 
* durplices were FIRST heard and ſeen in the Chappel Royal at 
Edinburgh. How cou'd this be, if it had been in Practice at the 
Reformation. Spotſwwood tells us, (w) That the Service of the 


© Common Prayers wes ordinarly uſed in that Place, even in the 


Year 1559. But the Engliſh Service was firſt ſeen there Anno 1617, 


about threeſcore Years after. Lay theſe two together, and | hope 


your Author is over anſwered, and that it is plain, the Service of 
the Common Prayers and the Engliſh Service were two things. 


But your Author will not quit it fo, The above Ordinance, 


lays he, is, that the Book there Authoriſed be uſed in all Church- 


23) K. James was brought by 
a SALMOND-LIKE Affection to viſit his Ancient Native King- ' 


— 
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es from that very date. But we find, . he, by the firſt Book 
of Diſcipline, that the Order of Genera was ONLY COMING 
IN to be uſed then in SOME of our Churches. 

I anſwer, tis true the Book of Diſcipline ſays, That the Order 
of Geneva was then i. e. Anno 1560 us'd in ſorie of our Churches; 
But if from the one end of the Book of Diſcipline to the other it 


be faid, That it was ONLY THEN COMEING IN, I ſhall 


yeild that the Alc oran, the Jewith Talma, or any thing your Au- 
thor pleaſes is in it. 

Your Author moreover adds, That the Geneva Liturgie had no- 
thing like a Publick Eſtabliſhment, till the General Aſſembly 
holden at Edinburgh December 25th 1562. But the notorious falſ- 
hood of this I have before ſhew'd. For I have prov'd, That the 
1.7 Book of Diſcipline was Law Eccleſiaſticall. T1 lat Book declares 
the Liturgie of Geneva to be Sufficient for Inſtructing how to ad- 
miniſter the Sacraments. What they add to it, they declare to be 
SUPERABUNDANT (x). 

And now your Author coines to his laſt Argument on thi Head. 


May not I ( ſays he) adauce one Teſtimony more Yes indeed ſay 


I, Re Hunder, for any Service theſe already adduc'd can do. Tig 
true, ſays he, is of a later Date, So much the worſe, ſay I. 
But then, fay: s he, "tis plain and poſitive, 10 much the worſe yet, 
ſay 1, if it be not well grounded: For Poſitiveneſs without Proof 
is Intolerable. But whoſe is it? Why, it is the Teſtimony of the 
Compilers of our Scotch Liturgie, which was ſent down in King 


Charles the 1/7's time, Anno 1637, that is, tis the Teſtimony of 
the hen Biſhops. AMICUM TESTIMONIUM, ſay I, and fo 
much the leſs to be credited. But what do they ſay, why, they 
Cite the foreſaid Ordinance, and are poſitive, 'tis the Engliſh Li- 


| Turgie is meant therein - c For, ſay they, 'tis known, That divers 
Fears after the Reformation, we had no other Order for Common 
Prayer, but the Engliſh Litihpie. But do they produce any other 
Warrant for this Gloſs, but their own Aſleryon, ? Not any. 


(x) See Book of Diſc, Head 24. 
WD Z Were 
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Were they able to do it? No 2 For no Body doubts their 
willingneſs if they had. But, ſay they, THE THING WAS 4A 
| KNOWN, I would ask how? But that they very wiſely kept 4 
aà ſecret; we muſt even take their bare Word on't, and conſidering 
upon what occaſion they emitted that Teſtimony, your Author 
might with equal Reaſon have bidden us take his own. The Eng- 
liſh Officer before cited (tho otherwiſe a very Bigot on your ſide) 
very juftly obſerves (), that they were the YOUNGER and 
UNWISER of the Biſhops that were hoteſt upon that Project 
of the Liturgie in the Year 1637, and that the elder and more ex- 
perienc'd among em were aware of the wofull conſequences of it; 
But their JUDGEMENT was over-rul'd by the other's fire, as it 
too often falls out among Clergy men the obſerve of a certain Po- 
lititian, that MUNDUS REGITUR A STULTI holding 
generally true. And in this caſe I muſt needs ſay, the Probity of 
theſe Biſhops was as {mall as their Prudence, there being nothing 
truer in all Euclid than that their Aſſertion is falſe, vis. That 
© for diverſe Years after the Reformation, we had no other Order 
* for Common Prayers but the Engliſh Liturgie, as 1s plain from 
what has been already adduc'd. But enough, 1f not too much of 
the famous Ordinance. | 
I proceed now to the other Public Deeds of our Reformers, in- 
F | fanc'd by your Author. . | | 
> The next then is a Letter from the Lords of the Congregation | 
to the Engliſh Secretary Cecil, The Story of it is : ; 
f I this. In the Year 1559, theſe of the Reform'd The Letter 
o I Religion in Scotland, being. miſerably haraſs'd and from the 
y I Perſecuted by the Q. Regent, and her French-men, Lords of the 
;- at length, Scot's Blood able to bear no longer, they Congregation, 
's apply themſelves to England, where Q. Hligabethß to Cecil, no E- 
n then Reign'd, for Relief and Aſſiſtance. This the vidence of the 
-r Lords of the Congregation did, by a Letter to the Scots Agree- 
y. the faid Secretary Cecil, which bears Date From ing to Y Eng- 


Cy) Page 56. &c. « | | 
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78 NY | 
th Liturgie, Edinburgh 17th Fuly 1559. The whole Tenor of 
Gag it is in Knox's Hiſtory (Z). | 
In this Letter, the Lords of the Congregation, deſiring the Eng- 
liſh Aſſiſtance to free them from the Tyranny of the French, they 
referr'd it tothe Wiſdom of the Engliſh Council, to foreſee and de- 
viſe the Means and Aſſurances, how an Effectual Confœdracy 
might be made between them, and promis'd their own Conſent 
thereto, and Conſtancy therein. | 
= Now let us fee how your Author refines upon this Reference, 
What, fates he, was more naturally for the Engliſh Council 
© to require, than that the Scots ſhou'd engage to J ranſcribe the 
* Engliſh Copy, 'andeſtabliſh the Reformation upon that ſame foot, 
1. e. receive the Doctrine, Worſhip, Rites, and Government of the 
Church of England. For who ſees not that the ſmalleſt 
Differences are apt to create Jealouſies, Diviſions, Croſs Intereſts, 
© and that there is nothing more neceſſary than UNIFORMIFTY 
for preſerving UNITY, Q. Elizaberh, ſays he, was peculiarly 
* concern'd to crave this. She was afraid of the Q. of Scotlands 
Pretenſions to the Crown of England, it was Her Concern to 
* have them as much ſecur'd to Her Intereſt by a Confœdracy as 
poſſibly {he cou'd,,—-----And the Means and Aſſurances of it being 
© referr'd to Her and the Council's Deviſing, What was more na- 
© tvral, than That She ſhou'd demand, that they ſhou'd be not on- 
ly of the ſame Religion, but their Church of the ſame Conſtitu- 
22 tion. This Politick, ſays he, was ſo very obvt- 
(a) page 85. © ous that tis not to be 1imagin'd, She and Her wiſe 
Council ſhou'd over look it. Fo this purpoſe he (4). 
But now I would ask; Is there any Hiſtorian ſays, That Q. 
_ Elizabeth did demand this? Not one, and the want of this makes 
ſuch a Flaw in his Argument as is never to be made up by any 
thing elſe. But (you'l fay ) If it was Q. Elizabeth's Intereſt, there 
is no doubt, it was Her Demand: For never Crown'd Head ot 
either Sex purſu'd their Intereſt more cloſely than ſhe. This! 


() Fare 223. 3 
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confeſs is as plauſible as any thing can be. But what, Sir, if it 
ſhou'd be proven, That it was not Q. Eligabeth's Intereſt to de- 


mand this, then I hope the Argument is ſtark naught. You'll pre- 


ſently ask, I know, Who can prove that? Who, Sir, but the 
Man in the World that cou'd beſt do it, even your AUTHORS 


OUN INGENIOUS Self. Turn over to page 237 of his Book, 
and there you'll find him ſolemnly ſtateing this In- 


quiry to himſelf (%). Whether 'tis not probable, (b) bage. 237. 


* That Q. Eligabeth was willing, the Preſbyterian 


Humor ſhou'd be encourag'd in Scotland. And how does he de- 
termine this Queſtion? In the Affirmative, I aſſure you. © For, 


(days he) Q. Elizabeth knew her own TITLE QUESTION: ZT 


ABLE.---------He had before made Her QUESTIONABLE TI- . 
TLE Her Motive to have the Scots in Peace, that not ſo much as 


the Difference of a Ceremony from the Engliſh might rankle them, 


but now the ſame QUESTIONABLE IITLE muſt be her In- 
ducement to ſow Diviſions among eme For, ( fays he) for 
her own ſecurity ſhe did ſtill what ſhe could to kindle wild Fire 
in Scotland, and keep it burning when it was kindled. Admir- 
able Nimbleneſs! You'll perhaps, ask, When ſhe fell upon that 
Politick? Even before ſhe was well warm'd on the Throne, for 
he tells you, *twas this made Her give the firſt Aſliſtance to the 
Scots; upon which they ſettled the Reformation Anno 1560. And 
he adds other four or five Inſtances more, and then concludes page 
240. From this Sample I think 'tis eaſie to Collect, at leaſt that 
**tis highly probable, That Q. Eligabeth was very willing that 
* the Presbyterian Humor ſhou'd be encouraged in Scotland, Had 
your Author loſt his Wits or his Memory? Had he forgot what 


he had wrote before page 85 £ No indeed, but he hop'dhis Read- 


er had, and that wou'd ſerve his Turn as well. And fo, I think, 


I may diſmiſs the Lord's Letter, and might leave you a while to 


wonder and be aſtoniſh'd at your Author : For 'tis a way of do- 
ing Buſineſs, that the. World never heard of before, to encourage 
the Presbyteriau Humor among People, by engageing them to ad- 
mitt of the Doctrine, Worſhip, Rites, and Goverment of the Church 
W 2 1 of 
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might be defir'd; Yet he hop'd to do it SUFFICIENTLY and 


to the ſatisfaction of all SOBER, tho' not NICELY CRITICAL _ 


| - Inquirers. But, Si, I referr it to you if one muſt not be SO- 
BER even to the laſt Degree of DULNESS that's ſatisfy'd 
with it. e : 


and which your Author infiſts on as another Pub- 
Nor Lething- lick Deed by which our Reformers teſtifyed their 
ton and Mel. being of the Communion of the Church of Eng- 
= vis Tranſ- land. Cecil the Secretary quickly return'd an 


land. ſome hat obſcure as himſelf confeſſes (c). Where- 
1 fore the Lords of the Congregation, in the begin- 
ning of November that fame Year 1559, ſent up Lethington and 
Sir Robert Melvill to treat more cloſely with the Council of Eng- 
land upon the ſame Affair, vis. The obtaining Aſſiſtance from 
them for expelling the French, Tis certain Lethington paſt and 
granted ſome things there, which the Lords of the Congregation 
were willing to Confirm. For in the Inſtructions given thereafter 


to the Treaty at Berwick, which was Concluded the 27th of that 
ſame Moneth, this was one, © That if deſired, they ſhou'd Confirm 
the Things paſt and granted by Lethington. 

Well now what were theſe things paſt by Lethington? May 


That that concerning Unity in RELIGIOUS WORSHIP was 


Does any Hiſtorian ſay fo Not any, and therefore I affirm, it 
is highly IMPROBABLE, and that upon this good Reaſon beſides, 
That C. Elizabeth was willing to encourage the Preſbyterian Hu- 
mor in Scotland, If it be not a good one, tis your Author's. 


(cc) Knox page 228. 


But 


| of England. When your Author enter'd upon this Paſſage, he f 
told, That tho' he cou'd not diſpatch it lo PUNCTUALLY as 


But I proceed to that which was the Eſſe of the above Letter, 


action in Eng- Anſwer to the foreſaid Letter of the Lords, yet 


February Iorh, 15556 to our Scotch Commiſſioners, who were going 


* it not ( ſays your Author) paſs for a PROBABLE Conjecture, 
© one of them. But what I would ask makes it PROBABLE ? 


© | | 
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But then, (which anſwers the Col as well as the Man) what= 7 
ever it was that Erhington when in England had paſt and grant= || 
ed, and which our Commiſſioners to the Treaty at Berwick were 
1mpower*d to Confirm, yet in the Treaty it fetf, the full Tenor 
whereof we have in Knox page 233, as it was ſign'd and ſeal'd af- 
terward in the Camp before Leith May 1oth 1560, there is not 
the leaſt Intimation, either that the Scors had ſubſcrib'd or agreed 
to, or that the Fnglifh defir'd them to ſubſcribe or agree to any the | 
leaſt Article, either concerning Religion in the General, or the | 
Wortfhip and Ceremonies of Religion in particular. Beyond which {| 
J hope there is no more needfull to be {aid on that Head. 


| Buchanan's Famous Teftimony Confider'd, and 
found to be no Evidence of the Scots Subſcrib- = 
ing to the Engliſh Liturgie. — 


J proceed then in the next place to Buchanan's Teſtimony, which 
your Author inſiſts on, which is to be found in the 197% Book of 
his Hiſtory (d), which tho' it be inſert in the Hiſtory of the 
Year 1568 or 69, yet properly belongs to the Year 1560, for he 
brings it in only occaſionally, and that he might give the Riſe to 
another Story he was to Relate. The words inſiſted on are theſe, 
Scoti, ante aliquot Annos Anglorum Auxilijs, e Servitute Gallica 
* iberati, Religions Cultui & Ritibus cum Anglis communibus Sub- = 
* ſcripſerunt. CS 
Before I go further, I muſt take the freedom to obſerve, That 
whoever was the Author of the Tranſlation of Buchanan Printed in 
Folio at London in the Year 1690, was certainty never made for a 
TRANSLATOUR, except as that word ſignifies a COBLER-: 
For beſides his Manifeſt Ignorance of the ſtrength of the Latine J- 
| dioms obviuus almoſt mevery Page, & ofthe Correſpondence betwixt 
| them and the Engliſh, which yet makes up the very Eftence of a 
Tranſlatour, tis plain his INTEGRITY has been as little as his 
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Skill. For thus he Trauſſates the above Paſſage page 238, . The 
| © Scots a few Years before, were delivered out, of the Slavery of 
© the French, by the Aſſiftance of the Engliſh, and thereupon He 
x they OBSERVED and Subſcribed to the , ſame Rites: in Religt- 
on in Common with the Engliſh. Now pray what word in the 
Original anſwers to the Word OBSERVED. in the Tranſlation. 


| But even Dr. Nicholſon now Biſhop of Carlile has obſery'd to our 


hand (e), That the Tranſlation carries the Matter of Fact A 
LITTLE FARTHER than Buchanan himſelf had done, and 
. ſufficiently proves, that the Tranſlatour had no mind to conceal 
any part of the good Temper they were then in, towards the E- 
* ſtabliſh'd Liturgie and Canous of the Church of England. *Tis 
a great Happineſs truely to have a Smooth way of Writing: For 
if a Rough Scots-man had had the making of that Remark, tis ten 
to one but he had ſaid, THE TRANSLATION 18 A LYE, 
AND THE TRANSLATOUR HAD NO MIND TO CON. 
CEAL HIS BEING A ROGUE. Rut to let that paſs. 
Jour Author makes not once a Doubt of it, but that Buchan- 


M an's Words ſignifie, That the Scots ſubſcrib'd to the Engliſh Wor- 


{hip and Ceremonies, i. 6. the Engliſh Liturgie. 
hut now I wou'd ask, When, and where was it they did ſo s 
And upon this he imploy s his Gus. mg Faculty. 
In the firſt place, the Earls of Morton and Glencairn after our 
Delivery from the French were ſent to give Q. Elzaberh Thanks 
| for Her Aſſiſtance. And he thinks © It is POSSIBLE that a Com- 
miſſion might be ſent to them to Subſcribe in Name of the. reſt, 
and if that was, itanſwers Buchanan's Account exactly. But now, | 
not to diſpute about POSSIBILITIE 8, which I leave to more 
Metaphy Real Heads, I ask, Is there any Hiſtorian ſays, they 
DID ſubſcribe? Is there any Hiſtorian ſays, there was any ſuch 
Commiſſion ſent to them? No, your Author acknowledges, 
There is no {uch thing ſo much as inſinuated. 


But this is not all, we are ſure there was no ſuch Commiſſion 


(e) Scottiſh Hiſt Libr. . Page 123. 
| | ſent 


\ 


RE 83 | | 
ſent to Morton and Claes to Subſcribe. The Parliament ſent 
none, by this Token that betwixt their Coming and their Going 
there was no Meeting of Parliament, The Council ſent none, for 
by all that appears, the Noblemen theinſelves were the firſt who 
brought the News of their Acceptance with Q. Eligabeth, theſe 
at home being in pain thro fear, till they did ſo (F). And we 
afterwards find the Council APPROVING FOR THEIR OWN + F 
PART the firſt Book of Diſcipline (g); which was utterly in- 
conſiſtent with their ſubſcribing to the Engliſh Liturgie. Nay, 
Which drives the Nail to the Head, I add, Neither the Parliament 
nor Council cou'd ſend any ſuch Commiſſion, for their hands were 
tied up by the Pacification at Leith: For the Articles concerning 
Religion preſented for the part of the Nobility and People of Scot- 
land were referr'd to their Majeſties K. Francis and Q. Mary then 
in France. Nay, we find Q. Elizabeth in Jealouſie of the Scots 
Lords leaſt they ſhou'd not ſtand to the Treaty at Leith, and com- 
plaining of their Delays in rTatifying the ſame, and this near a 
Lear after the Commiſſioners being at London (h). So that this 
 Greſs of your Author's is a palpable Falſhood. XX 15 
He gives us then another which he 1s better pleas'd with, and 
that is That Lethington and Sir Robert Melvill made tins: Subſerip- 
tion, when they went up to London in November 1559, whereof 
before; But this is a yet unhappier Conjecture, if unhappier can 


N be: For it expreily contradicts Buchanan's own words. What 
they ſubſcrib'd at London was near three quarters of a Year, BE- ' 
» TORE we were deliver'd from the French, for they went up that 


7 they might engage the Engliſh Aſſiſtance 3 but the Subſcription that 
e Buchanan ſpeaks of, was AFTER we were deliver'd: For thus 
y his Words run, Scoti, ante Aliquot Annos, e Serviture Gallica li- 
h be rati Sub ſcripſerunt. „ 

Was not your Author aware of this? Yes indeed, But Buch- 
* anan, ſaies he, DID NOT STAND NICELY UPON THE, 


(f) Sporſwood page 151, 152. (g) Petrie part ad. page 222. 
Ch) Spotſwood page 178, „ : 
. 11 WORDING 
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© WORDING OF IT. Which is i as if he had ſaid, Courte- 
ous Reader, tho' Buchanan ſales it was done AFTER our delive- 
ry from the French, yet he meant that it was done BEFORE. 
And now who can be fo much infidel as nut to believe him. 
But the Miſluck is, he did not believe himfelf; For neglecting 
both theſe conjectures, after he had fill'd the field with a page or 
two upon them, WHENSOEVER, ſays he, OR BY WHOM- 
| *SOEVER IT WAS DONE, IS NOT THE CRITICAL 
it 
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*HINGE OF THE CONTROVERSY, WE HAVE BUCH- 
_ * ANAN'S WORD FOR IT THAT IT WAS DONE. But 
for what have we Buchanan's word? That the Scots after, their 
if delivery from the French ſubſcribed to the Engliſh Liturgie and 
=  Difciphne ? This you wou'd have us believe, and this being a 
= mighty argument of your Party, I crave leave to inſiſt on it a lit- 
_ the, and hope to make it evident beyond contradiction. Imo. That 
the Scots, after their delivery from the French, did NOT {ſubſcribe 
the Engliſh Liturgie; ſo that if Buchanan had ſaid we did ſubſcribe 
it, he had ſaid what is manifeſtly falſe. And Lao, I ſhall give 
my. Judgement on Buchanen's Words, and hope to convince every 
man, that he meant no ſuch thing by them. pn 
= As for the fir then, that the Scors did not ſubſcribe the Eng- 
I Liturgie, after their delivery from the French, is certain. For 
Imo, The Univerſal Uncontroverted Hiſtory of theſe times, will not 
allow us to believe any ſuch thing. Plainly, they are not only 
SILENT of, but exprefly CONTRADICT, and deliver what is 
utterly inconſiſtent with ſuch a Tranſaction. ; 
In the ht Place is it credible that no Hiſtorian but Buchanan 
ALONE thou'd have tranſmitted the Memory of ſuch a tranſac- 
tion; No not even Spot eo himſelf, not Burnet, not Heylen, 
not Fuller, tho' they had all an intereſt to ſerve, as well as a Story 
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to tell: Let fo true is it (as has been already obſerved by ano- In 

ther hand ) (i) that neither they, nor indeed any others have ID 7 
| | | told any ſuch thing, that even your Author confeſſes it, and con- 1 £ 
i . 3 5 2 I1 
g i) Jameſon Cyprian Iſot. cap. 3. page 314. a 
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demns them for their careleſſneſs. * So careleſs, faith he, to ſay 
* no worſe, have all our Hiſtorians been, that not one of them 


© mentions it but He, and he does no more but mention it. But 
the truth is, they all mention the fame thing with Buchanan, and 
the Careleſsneſs lyes, not in the Hiſtorians, but in People's miſtak- 
ing the ſenſe of Puchanan's Words, as we ſhall afterward hear. 


24h, K. Charles the firit, in his LARGE DECLARATION, 
wherein he gives an account of the iuducements he had to believe, 


that the Liturgie ſent down Anno 1637, wou'd mect with a kind 


reception, reckons up three vis. That many, and theſe of the beſt 


Quality had been uſed with the Eng. %% Liturgie both at Londen 
and upon the Road too and from it. i hat it had been frequented 


in his Chappel at Halyrood-Hoifſe, and in the Cathedral of St. 


Andrews, and had been uſed by ſome of the Biſhops in their Or- 


dinations. And that the Scors Litiugie being the {ame in ſubſtance 
with that, he had thought no body wou'd take exceptions at it; 
but not a word in all this, that the Engliſo Liturgie had been ſub- 


{cribed to by the Scors Nation, after their Delivery from the French 
by the Engliſh aſſiſtance, and yet one wou'd think, that if their 
had been any ſuch thing, it wou'd have been a better inducement 
to himſelf, and a ſtronger argument upon the Scots, than all the 
three put together. Nor is it eaſily conceivable, how his Majeſty 


cou'd be ignorant of it, or want information about it, if there had 
been any ſuch thing. *Tis true, all this is but negative Argument, 


but a negative argument in point of Hiſtory, eſpecially when the 
filence is Univerſal, and that too by thoſe who cou'd have ferv'd 


their cauſe by ſuch a truth, is | believe 'TANTAMOUNT to a 


politive Denyal, that ever tiere was any ſuch thing. But not to 
put you off with this. I add 

In the third Place, That we have the ſulleſt evidence from the 
moſt Publick DOCUMENTS that can be imagin'd, that tlie Scots 
neither did, nor can bz Reaſoravly ſuſpected to have ſubſcribed the 
Eng liſo Liturgie or any other of their Church FORMS, either 


immediatly upon our deliverance from the French, or any time 


after it. This I ſhall prove by a plain Deduction of the Hiſtory. 
* We 


* — een » — 2 


R 
We were delivered from the French by the Treaty at Lirth, 
July 8. 1560. Both Anox and Spotſtiecod's Hiſtories have the Ar- 
Zicles of that Treaty. Now, pleaſe read the laſt of theſe Articles 
and you'll find © That the Commiſſioners or Deputies wou'd not 
© touch the Articles concerning Religion preſented for the part of 
© the Nobility and People of Scotland, but referred them to their 
Majeſties. And to to the {ame purpoſe Sir James Balfour in his 
Manuſcript Annals ad 4nmm 15 60. In all theſe Articles, fays 


© he, they did not medle with Religion for divers reſpects. Tis 


plain then we did not ſubſcribe to the Engliſh Lirurgie immediatly 
upon our deliverance from the French. And therefore the Prayers 


made by Mr. Knox, in St. Giles Church upon this occaſion; and 


the Thankſgiving ſtill extant in our old Scots Liturgie (which 


your Author calls a SET OF DEMONSTRATIONS ) Demon- 


ſtrate nothing to his purpoſe, but that he wanted Demonſtrations. 


Fet further, did we, at any time after the Treaty at Lieth, ſub- 


ſcribe the Engliſh Liturgies* No, tis certain we did not? For 


within forty Days after the ſaid Treaty, the Church drew up, 


and the Parliament Ratified a Confeſſion of Faith of their own, 


which, in one Clauſe, ſubverts the whole Doctrine of Unin#i- 


muted Ceremonies, declaring (-k ), That EVIE WORKS are not 


* only ſuch as are exprefly done AGAINST God's Commandment, 
© but ſuch alſo as in matter of Religion, and Worthipping of GOD, 
* have no other Aſſurance but the Invention and Opinion of Man, 


© which GOD from the Beginning hath ever rejected - And by 


the by, Sir, remember *, that the Epiſcopal Clergy, | 


nt .X your own ſelf too among the reſt; were {worn to 
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* (&k) Sec. 15. (1) Sporſ. page 175, 


this Confeſſion by the Oath af the TEST. How 
your Introduceing the Engiiſp Ceremonies is conſiſtent therewith 
will require, I believe, a pretty able Caſuiſt to ſhow. But to go 
on. 2dly, The Church agreed to, and the Nobility ſubſcribed the 
firſt Book of Diſcipline in January thereafter (I), which 1s 
Formed, not upon the Engliſh but Geneva Model. And 3ah, For 


* 3 


OUL 


e Wb 
our Worſhip and Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, the Book of 


Diſcipline, as J have already ſhewed, ratified the Book of the Com- 
mon Order of Geneva. Plainly, the faid Sir James Balfour a 
little after the above cited Paſſage adds, The Nobility. promove 
this Year 1560, the Reformation according to that of Geneva E- 
© ſtablith'd by Calvin. Now, if the Scots had ſubſcribed the Eng- _\ 
liſh FORMS, what ſhou'd tempt them I pray within fo very ſnort 
a time to make FORMS of their own both for Faith, Diſcipline 
and Worſhip, not only different from but in very many things quite 
oppolite to theirs. 
To all thfs add t 


| he ſirſt Article of the Synod of Perth Anno 1618 

(uin), which enjoins kneeling at the Communion with this ever 
memorable Clauſe * Notwithſtanding that our Church hath uſed 

 *SINCE, THE REFORMATION OF RELIGION to celebrate 
*1t to the People SITTING. And then folve me how SITTING 
cou'd conſiſt with the Rubrick of the Engliſh Liturgie. : 

I have already ſhewed, that as the Book of the order of Geneva, 
was ratified in the Book of Diſcipline Anno 1560, ſo the Aﬀſembly _ 
„ 21562, enjoined Uni formity to it, and renewed the ſaid injunction 
p Anno 1564. And that it continued in uſe for about 80 Ycars after. 

t And that it then fell into deſuetude, was more owing to your ob- 
z truding a Liturgie after the Engliſh Forms, in an arbitrary way, 
g without ſhadow of Law than to any thing elſe I know. 55 
Lay now all this together, and ſay, if it be not beyond Contro- 
verſy, to all that will not be willfully blind, that the Scots did 
not ſubſcribe the Engliſh Liturgie, either UPON or AFTER 


Y 

3 s 

0 their deliverance from the French. 
9 

h 


Upon the whole then I inferr, that Buchanan's words inuſt be 
Interpreted ſo, as may comport with the known and certain Hiſtory 

o | of theſe times. I ſhall Illuſtrate the neceſſity of thus by a very 

e freſh Paralell Inſtance. . 1 

is Upon the ſecond of December laſt Year 1710, the Commons of 
x | GREAT BRITAIN in Parliament aſſembl'd, Addreſſed Her Ma- 


(m) dee Spot, page 538. 
By | | Y 2 | Jetty, 


In which ADDRESS vi themſelves TRUE SONS OF 
THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND AS BY LAW ESTA- 
* <BLISH'P, and profeſs that they are BY AFFECTION AND 
S < PRINCIPLE inclined to ſecure Her Doctrine Diſcipline and Wor— 
ſhip. ] do not find that there was any Diviſſon of the Houſe upon 
the ſaid Addreſs, but that it was UNANIMOUSLY gone into 
by our Scorch Commiſſioners as well as the Englifh. Now, Sir 


dreſs, raiſe an argument, and inferr from thence, that an the 
Year 1710 the Scots agreed to the Engliſh Litingie and Forms, 
Wou'd not the whole Hiſtory of our times fly in his face? And 
wou'd not every body be allowed to underſtand the Addreſs, ſo far 
as the Scor's Church as by Law eſtabliſh'd is Concerned in it, fo 
as may agree with all other Hiſtory £ * Is beyond doubt. 
I come then in the ſecond Place to give my Judgement on Buch- 
anan's Words, and to try, if they are not fairly capable of ſome 
- ſuch ſenſe as may comport with all other Hiſtory. 
I affirm then, that there is no more meant by £uchanan's words 
but this fair generall, That the Scots, after their delivery from 
© ths French by the aſfiſtance of the Engliſb, BY ACT OF PAR- 
*LIAMENT FSTABLISH'PD THE REFORMED RELIGI- 
* ON AMONG THEMSELVES AS THE ENGLISH 
HD DONE the Year before. So that the ſubſcribing referrs 
meerly to the DECRETA, which Buchanan tells us ad Anmum 
1560, were made by the Parliament DE RELIGIONE SIN- 
CERA PROMOVENDA, and which, their deliverance from the 
French by the Engliſh etliftance, put them in a Capacity to make. 
This {ſenſe of Buchanan's words is 4 truth: For all Hiſtorians 
relate, low immediatly upon our deliverance from the French, the 
Scots agreed to and eſtabliſhed the Reformation by Act of Parliament. 


his words: For as I have juſt now ſhewed, the Univerſall Un- 
controverted Hiſtory of theſe times will not admitt any other, 
and exprefly contradict our ſetling of the Reformation upon the 
Engliſh Model. : 


if ſome Writer 150 Years hence, ſhou'd upon Reading the ſaid Ad- 


This ſence is the ONLY TRUTH that can be contain'd in 
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I éadd Thirdly, This ſenſe agrees exactly well with Buchanan? 
uſuall ſtile in OTHER Places, and with his context in THAT 
Place. For the Proof of which there is no more needfull, but to 
fhew that he uſually expreſſes 1/4, An ACT or DEED of Par- 
liament by the Verb SUBSCRIBO. And ah, Religion in the 
General, whether Popiſh or Reformed, as his Subject leads him, 
by the Words CULTUS, RITUS, CEREMONIA and the like, 
without reference to a Liturgie of any kind. ST 
As for the firit, I muſt tell you, that having once ſuggeſted the 
above Gloſs on Buchanan's Words to a Clergy Man of your Com- 
munion, he return'd me Anſwer with a very jaunty kind of Air, 
that I would do well, being thorowly acquainted with Buchanan's 
Stile, to ſhow from him where ever he call'd an Act of Parliament 
a Subſcriprion. Now, Sir, I would ask, Why might not Buchanan 
expreſs an Act of Parliament by /15ſcriprion £ *Tis true, ſuch 
Acts are rot USUALLY fign'd by the Members, but SUBSCRI- 
BO among the Latines is frequently uſed either by way of Meta- 
phor or Analogy to ſignifie any tlung that's equivalent to ſigning 
or ſubſcribing among Men. Io Convince you of this, I'll tell you 
a ſtory. While I was a Boy at the Grammar School with others, 
once upon a Time we had for Leſſon an Elegy of Ovid's, which 
he made upon the danger he was in of being Ship-wrackt in his 


Voyage to Pontus, whither he was RELEGATED by Auguſtus 
for-——-—- 


In that Elegy you know there's this Line, | 

Neve precor Magni SUBSCRIBITE Caſaris ire. 

While this Line of the Leſſon was a Examining, the Maſter, 
with the Birch in his Hand, and a Curl in his Brow, cries, Take 
heed, Boys, SUBSCRIBO there is not to be Literally underſiood, 
and he gave a very good Reaſon for't (I ſhall never forget it) for 
the Winds and Waves, faith he, whom be is there Poetically ſpeak- 
ing to under the Notion of Gods, have no Hands to SUBSCRIBE, 
nor were ever at a Writing ſchool, Thus, Sir, you ſee Buchanan 
MIGHT have expreſſed an Act of Parliament by SUBSCRIPTI- 
ON, without running the * of the Criticks Laſh. 


But 


But has he done it? -You'll ask. Yes indeed, Sir, twice over 
| , 6 7 7 


1 


in the ſame Book, and within a few Pages of the Famous Teſti- 


mony. Thus Page 68 1. Neque quicquam quod publice in Con- 
vventu frequentiſſimo ab omnibus Ordinibus eſſet DECRE TUM, 
* Nonnullis eorum qui nunc hic accuſarent SUBSCRIBENTIBUS, 
. And again Page 684, Ordinum item DECRE TA, qui- 


bus Multiex Proregis Accuſatoribus SCBSCRIPSER ANT 
Ihe firſt Particular then is clear. 5 


The ſecond, will, I hope, be no leſs ſo. That which hath im- 
pos'd upon People in this Matter, is, That they have thought the 


- CULTUS & RITUS RELIGIONIS behov'd to fignitie a Lei- 


turgie, but tho Buchanan uſes theſe and the like words perhaps a 
| ſcore of times over, yet ſeldom if ever does he mean a Liturgie by 
them, but either Popery or the Reformation in Groſs as his ſubject 
requir'd. Thus the Cardinal's Faction, and the Clergy advis'd the 
Nobllity to break Conditions with England, by telling them of a 
Conſpiracy of all Europe In Majorum RITIBUS ET C ERE- 
MONIIS propugnandis (n). That is, to ſupport Popery in 
the Groſs, not any Univerſal Liturgie: For in times of Popery, 
every Country almoſt had it's own, and England four or five, be- 
ing Canton d to the ſeverall Uſes of Sarum, Tork, Lincoln, Hereford, 
and Bangor. Thus, many ſtood in fear of their Life from the 
Cardinal ob drverſum RELIGIONIS CULTUM, that is, 
Not becauſe they worſhipped by a different Liturgie: For there 
- was none other but the Popiſh either in Scotland or England at that 
time; But iim generall becauſe they were of the Reformed Religi- 
on (o). Thus Lenoxgives this Character of the Regent, That he 
obſerv'd Promiſes with Men no better, quam PIETATIS adver- 
ſus Deum CU LTV M, that is, Religion in the general (). Thus 
the Cardinal knew That many of the Nobility were alienated from 
him % aiverſum P IETATIS CULIUM ( 9g) that is ſimply 
becauſe they differ'd in Religion from him. Thus Sporſwwood tells 


N 
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us (7). That when K. Ba the 6th was Crown'd, the Earl V1 
of Morton and the Lord Hume took the Oath for the King, that 
1 he ſhould Maintain THE REI IG ION RECEIF ED, which 
| in Buchanay's ſtile (/) run thus, Furarunt eum DOCTRINAM 
| & RILUS REEIGIONIS QUI TUM PUBLICE DOCE- 
BAN T'UR guoad poſſet ſervaturum. Thus Gordon promis'd to re- 
duce all the Northern parts of Scotland Ad Fereres CEREMO- 
NIAS 7 ), that is, to Popery in the Generall. Thus again the 
ſame CFdon renew'd his arg De inſtaurandis RITIBUS Ro- 
r1nis, () that is, imply, for the reſtoring of Popery. Thus 
Sporſizocd 1 tells us ( v ) © That the Q. Regent granted that People 
F * ſhould not be conſtrained againſt their Mind IN MATTERS OF 
RELIGION, * which in Euchanan's ſtile (u) runs Ut nemo co- 
| geretur C EREMONIIS quas nolit uti &c. 
> | By all theſe Inſtances tis clear as the Light, That 888 by 
theſe Words RELIGIONIS, CULTUI & RITIBUS CUM 
| ANGLIS COMMUNIBUS intended no more than if he had on- 
ly faid, RELIGIONI CUM ANGLIS COMMUNI. And who 


ever did deny, That the Scots were of the ſame Religion with the 
. Engliſh? We have a way of ſpeaking paralell tothis of Buchanan's 
, in the Inſcription of the Letter of the Date December 27th 1566, 
; ſent by the Church gf Scotland, to the Church of England (x), 
L which runs thus, The Superintendents Miniſters and Commifli- 


© oners of the Church within the Realm of Scotland, To their Bre- 
* thren the Biſhops and Paſtors of England, who have renounced 
- | * the Ronian Antichriſt, and do profeſs WITH THEM the Lord 
_ © Jeſus in ſincerity Here is the CULTUS RELIGIONIS & 
RITUS CUM ANGLIS COMMUNES, to wit, their Renounce- | 
ing the Roman Antichriſt, and profeſſing WITH THEM the 
Lord Jeſus in ſincerity ; And yet I think no body that reads the 
Letter will believe, that they were upon the tame Particular Mo- 
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del of Worſhip with them, or that they either believ'd all their 
Doctrines, or approv'd all their Practices, when the very Deſign 

of the Letter is, to expoſtulate with them for ſilenceing Miniſters 
on the Account of their not Conforming in the Surplice, Corner, 
Cap and Tippet, which had been the Badges of Idolaters in the 
very Act of their Idolatry. And now into what is the Objection 
dwindled, when *tis clear that Buchanan meant no more by his 
RELIGIONIS CULTUI & RITIBUES, than if he had ſaid ſimp- 
Ty RELIGIONI without any more? The Church of Scotland 
her ſelf acknowledging, that She was of the ſame Religion with 
England, and yet at the ſame time declaring the did not approve 
their Forms. Buchanan indeed uſes the A/ratick ſtile, and takes three 
Words to expreſs that, which another poſſibly wou'd have done 
by one; But he ſecur'd People from miſtaking his Meaning by 
Uſeing the ſame way of ſpeaking on twenty other Occaſions of the 
like Nature. And tho' it be ſuperttuous to inſiſt further in ſo clear 
a Matter, yet I add, | =, OO ape 
In the ſecond Place, That Buchanan's Context requires the ſence 
I have put upon his Words: For, inſtantly after the above paſſage 
he tells us, that upon the ſaid tranſaction, the Pope (Pius the 47h) 
preſently took the Alarm, and with Might and Main ſtirred up 
France and Spain againſt Q. Elizabeth. But what was it, pray, 
ſtartl'd his Holineſs on this Occaſion? Was the Church of Scot- 
land ever the further from Rome, that (as you'll have it) ſhe 
had ſubſcribed to the Engliſh Liturgie? No indeed, this was nei- 
ther the Reaſon, nor any part thereof. The Pope had no cauſe 
to be offended with Q. Elizabeth's Liturgie, for ſhe had ſtruck 
+ out of it whatever might be Grateing to him, ſuch as The Prayer 
againſt him in the Litany, and the Rubrick againſt Tranſubſtan- 
tiation. And as he had no cauſe to be offended with Her Liturgie, 
ſo tis certain he was not - For beſides that on the 57þ of May be- 
fore this tranſaction, he had ſent over a very kind and Fatherly Let- 
terer to her (5, at the ſame time he inſtructed Vincent Parpalia 
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| Abbot of St. Saviours, to make offer to Her, that he would confirm 
the Liturgie, provided ſhe wou'd ſubmit to his Authority (S). 


And it's very well known, that for the firſt ten Years of Q. Eliza- 3 


. Reign, the Roman Catholicks univerſally attended the Engliſh 
eee. N 
But that which fretted the Teaſty Old Man was, that the Eng- 
lib Aſſiſtance had enabPd Scotland to revolt from his Obedience and 
renoufice his Authority by eſtabliſhing the Reformation. This 
was it touch'd him to the Quick. He now ſaw there was no hopes 
of making a Tool of Scotland to give Q. Elizabeth diſturbance be- 
hind her back, as Puchanan obſerves there. He faw that the RE- 
FORMATION had firmly united the two Nations, the Engliſb 
by Intereſt and the Scots by Intereſt and Gratitude too But he 
neither thought, nor indeed had reaſon to think that a Common 
Liturgie had done ſo. So far from this, that his fucceſlors found, 
that the only way to divide them, was to obtrude and impoſe a 
Liturgie upon the Scots after the Engliſh Model, which indeed did 
it fo effectually, that it quickly made both the Nations ſwim in 
Blood; and they-are too much ſtrangers to Hiſtory, that know not 
the hand of 7eab was in all this. And if you read Father Paul's 
Hiſtory of the Councel of Trent (a), youll fee he ſtates the 
Popes amuſement at this time, not on the Scots and Englith con- 
junction in the ſame Form gf Worthip, but on the Scors revolting 
from his obedience by eſtabliſhing the Reformation, which the 
Engliſh aſſiſtance had enabled them to do. | 
So much for Buchanan, whoſe Teſtimony, I hope by this time 
you are convinc'd, makes nothing for you, unleſs you think that 
all other Hiſtory, and our moſt Publick and Authentick documents 
ought to be ſacrific'd to the Interpretation your party is pleas'd 
to make of it, even after he himſelf had ſecur' d us by his UA 
STILE from any miſtake in the matter, and had pointed us to 
the true ſenſe by his CONTEXT. 


(2) See Burnet's Hiſt, Ref. Ab. Book 142b, page 380. (4) 
Lib. 5th, page 399. „„ 5 
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of the Engliſh Liturgie 1n Scotland, taken from our Reformers 
APPROBA LION OR USAGE OF IT. Foruntillfome NEW 


Hiſtory be written, and that too as STRANGE as NEW, and 
other kind of Documents be produc'd, than are yet commonly 


known, I hope what is ſaid will be ſufficient to evince, the alledg- 
ance of the ſaid APPROBATION -and USAGE is not only 
groundleſs but utterly falſe. Your Author, I acknowledge has 


done as much as the Subject was capable of, and ſometimes more; 


- 


but TRUTH will prevail over WIT, and work it ſelf through 
the thickeſt paint. And, Sir, (now that I mind it) I muſt ſay 


your Party uſe moſt unconſcionable Methods For, notwithſtand- 


ing all the Laws againſt FALSE MUSTERS, and the having 
more Names than Effective Men, yet this Bovk of the FUN- 
DAMENTAL CHARTER tc. You have Publiſh'd lately un- 


der anvther Name, but a name which ſmells rank of the Web- 
ſters, fogh! vis. PRESBY TERY UNTWISTED TO THE 


BOTTOM Sc. But, Sir, tho' ſuch a practice at firſt may fright 
the poor Whigs, who are naturally timorous, yet I don't believe 
it will much hurt 'em. In the mean time 'tis a moſt affrontin 


inſinuation upon your ſelves, as if you Read only the Title Pages 


of Books. It's enough to have notic'd this. And now being ſenſi- 


ble how much I ought to crave pardon for my Prolixity, I reſt 
with all reſpe& 5 | | 


— 


— 


SIR, 


—— 
- * 
„* 


Lour very humble Servant. 


\ 


And now, Sir, I have done with what I intended, .and tho' it | 
== be no wiſdom to reckon before ones hoſt, yet I modeſtly hope, 1 
= have FOR EVER put an end to that Argument for the reception 
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| \ \ Hen I had juſt finiſh'd the above Letter; There came to 
my Hand an Anſwer in Print to the 1/7, Dialogue. The 
worthy Author, tis hop'd; now that he has put Hand to the Plow, +. 
will not lock back, till he has Anſwered the 2d, Dialogue like- . 
wiſe, perhaps this Letter too. And when I ſhall have his Anſwer 
Compleat before me, I don't ſay, FIl make a Reply to it, perhaps 
it will not ADMIT one, perhaps not NEED one; But I pro- 
miſe (God willing) to give my thoughts on't. Inthe mean time, 
as for what he has done, the Country-man deſires no other favour, 
buy that after Reading his Anſwer, the Dialogue ny be read over 
again; And Judgeinent made whither it be INDEED anſwer- 
ed. And it's referr'd to the ingenuity of the Fyiſcopalians them- 
ſelves whither the PERSONATED CURAT in the Dialogues, 
has not made a better defence for the Liturgie, than, perhaps the 
REAL one in the Anſwer. And no wonder truly : For, ab- 
ſtracting from Tranſitions, and what was needfull for humouring 
the thing, the Curat in the Dialogues ſeldom ſpeaks but in the 
very words of the Fir/i-rate Divines of the Church of England, 
whereas the Curat it the Anſwer manifeſtly Writes with a Super- 


ficialneſs that's below even Table-chat. And like the Fphefians A 


of old for their Diana, inſtead of an Argument raiſes an Outcry, - - 
I thall add no more at preſent, but that he is miſtaken in habiting 
the Country-manin MASQUERADE + : For he 

goes Generally in Winter in good thick Rug, Þ Page 7. 
and in Summer moſt part in a Highland Plaid, 85 
MASQUERADE being at any time too Limber for him, I 
expect he'll make ſome fine turn upon this. 
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| | * Title Page Line 14. Read Nequeo. p. 3. I. 11. r. in lamentation. 
3 . p. 4. I. I. r. had. ibid. I. 27. r. one p. 6. 1. antepenult. for 16. r. ibid, 


p. 11. I. 14. r. the want of! Eccleſiaſtical diſcipline. p. 13.1. 24. r. hence. 
pi. 14. I. 25. r. further. p. 19.1, 3. r. Conſcience. p. 23. J. I. r. ſeve- 
trity. p. 30. I. 6. dele who. page 31. 1. 3. r. crouded, 7bid:l. 28. r. 
company of weak. p. 32.1. 23. r. got. ih id. l. 26. r. greater. p. 33. 
1.11. r. they. ih id. I. 26. r. ſuch as. p. 44.1. 10. r. 34). ibid. I. 21. 
ren. dis the pure. p. 52.1. 18. r. approve. 764d. I. 23. r. times. p. 59. l. 
WE 9-ele to them. ibid. 1. 29. r. fubſeribed. p. 78. J. 10. r. natural. 
5 ah 38. * 20. r. the. 


"is Dialogue. 


. i Pine 3 Lind 19. Read 3 p. 5 . a for one rien, and 
| 2 ; ft in other places. P. 6. I. 31. r. conſtitutions. ibid. I. 33. . treatiſe. 
pi. 7. I. 15. r. of the one. p. 8. I. 6. r. creatures. p- 9. I. 2. r. teeming. 

II. I. 15. r. Sibthorp, p. 14. I. I. r. imprudence. p. 19. J. 25. of the 
13 : 4 dele the. p. 22. I. 18. r. Martyrs: ibid. l. 21. 4. intelligible. 
lf . ibid. I. 25. r. unintelligibleneſs. P. 23. 1. 12, r. imputationd p. 24. l. 
pPenult. for H. L. r. ff. p. 25. I. 23. r. the. ak 46, J. 7.r. Schiſma- 
ij | = Y ticks. p «36. I. I. r. extraordinary. 


z — * 


— — 


Fes. 
N 3 


Gu . Errors, that do not marr «thi enki: - *tis hop'd d 
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0 = the Courteous Reader will Corrggh pal A en 
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